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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 08/24/2007 DATE: 12-09-2003
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Case ID: 279A-WF-222936-BEIY(Pending) REAJON: 1.4 (C)
(Pending) DECLASSIFY 0ON: 12-00-2033

’ b2
Contact Date: 11/09/2006 b7D
Type of Contact: e-Mail
Location: -

be

Written by: PI| bic
Other(s) Present: SA

Source Reporting: b1

e

A copy of the email is enclosed in the 1A.
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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 08/14/2007

Case ID #: 279A—WF—222936—BEI/{§ending)‘102’. : b7D
Pending)

Contact Date: 4/03/2007

Type of Contact: In Person ™

Location:

Writer: PI|
Witness(es): SA bl

Source Reporting: 2
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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document
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I I3 THCLASSIFIED

DATE 1z2-10-2003 BY o0324d UC BAW/RI/LEC

Reporting Date: 08/23/2007

Case ID: _279A-WEF-22203/-BRT (Pendingﬂ/c’\GL*
Pending)

Contact Date: 04/19/2007

Type of Contact: e-Mail

Location:

Written by: SAl |

Other(s) Present: PI

" Source Reporting:

On 04/19/2007,[:::]forwarded to case agents
email received by CHS from JIMMYFLATHEAD a.k.a. BRUCE IVINS.
IVINS's email states in part: "I want to gxpress my honest
sympathy to you .
Everything I've read about her says that she was an

bz
b7D

b7D

outstanding young woman. May her light shine forever in those

she touched during a life that was far too short.®

from is attached

for reference.
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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

‘ ALL IH TION CONTAINED

Reporting Date: 08/22/2007

Case ID: 1 —BEIV{Pending)‘*CEj
(Pending)

Contact Date: 08/20/2007

Type of Contact: e-Mail

Location:

Written by: SA
Other(s) Present N7 & \

Source Reporting:

b2
b7D

[spmen
e

] CHS explained that their contact with BRUKE

,On 08/20/2007, in response to inquiries from SA f

IVINS a.k.a. JIMMYFLATHEAD i

jimmyflathegd@yahoo.com.

Also on 08/20/2007, CHS provided| |

DATE 12-10-2008 BT 50324 UC BAWSRI/LIC

[ Copies

provided to the substantive case file have been appropriately

redacted to maintain the confidentiality of CHS.
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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 09/05/2007

Case ID: —WF-— —BRET (Pending)'low b2
Pending)~_L¥ b7D

Contact Date: 09/04/2007

Type of Contact: In person

Location: | |

-1 Oy

oo

Written by: Special Agent
Other (s) Present: Postal Inspector|

Source Reporting:

CHS, who is in a position to testify, provided the
following information:

There hag been no discernable change in the recent
behavior of BRUCE NS while he has been at fthe United States...
Army Medical Research\Institute of Infectious Diseases

his most recent interactidon with the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and subsequent travels to Washington, D.C.; however
since that period of time, IVINS has maintained an upbeat
attitude while at work. Despite IVINS's upbeat attitude,| |

(USAMRIID). IVINS was\ngz noticeably depressed state following

| Although IVINS had previously indicated he would
retire, there has been no discernable activity on IVINS part to
turn over or teaéhifny of his current work
duties/responsibilities | |

bo
b7C
b7D

[ No other Q?table information was attailned.

| [has been in IVINS's office, and

|has been boisterous pertaining to

matters surrounding the inyestigation of the anthrax-laced letter
mailings of 2001,[%::::]has ot discussed or otherwise commented
publically’on the matter as of late. has been very




CHS Reporting ’ | | .

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 09/04/2007

Recently and inventory was conducted of the same and it
was noted that there was items on IVINS's shelf that indicated
there were spores of the Ames strain of Bacillus anthracis
contained therein. When queried, IVINS responded that he had
irradiated those spores. When gueried as to where the
appropriate paperwork was which documented the irradiation, IVINS
responded something to the effect, "was I suppose to do that?"
CHS noted IVINS has a consistent pattern of not using the
appropriate paperwork and would often irradiate materials as he
deemed necessary or appropriate. CHS thought this behavior was
peculiar as if IVINS thought of himself as being scrutinized
pertaining to the anthrax-laced letter mailings, then why would
he not attempt to do things by the books?

A review of available papers in a particular drawer
adjacent to the sink in IVINS's B3 hot suite produced no items of
investigative merit. This common drawer contained miscellaneous
handwritten notes and papers produced by persons working in
IVINS's B3 hot suite.
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\ Date of transcription 9/10/2007

On September 5, 2007 |
[::] Frederick County Chapter of the AmenNican Red Cross, g _East
Patrick Street, Walkersville, Maryland wayg interviewed at place
of employment. Also present during the int&rview was| }
| | After
being advised of the identity of the interviewing Postal Ingpector

and Special Agent, as well as the nature of the interview,
and[ji:::::]provided the following information:

Both| | and| | confirmed that BRUCE \IVINS
, titled

attended a four hour training class Ef:ffifffjer 22, 20
"Introduction to Disaster Services." provided a \computer
generated spread sheet which listed all of the various training
courses and corresponding attendance dates which IVINS had been
credited for completing while volunteering with the American Red
Cross]____ ] explained that although the first entry on the
printout indicates that IVINS completed the Disaster Services
course on October 1, 2001, th ate in which the course was
given was September 22, 2001.| advised that the date listed
on the printout simply reflected the date the entry was put into
the computer. To further corroborate IVINS's attendance of thi
course on September 22, 2001,[::::::::]jprovided the interviewin
agents with copies of the Disaster Training Course attendance

rosters. ’ ,

[:::::]and[:::::::]reviewed the remaining entries

displayed on IVINS's Red Cross Trainihg Record and indicated that
. the remaining training courses listed appeared to be accurate and
reflected the actual date the training courses were given.
and confirmed that the only other training course whic
IVINS attended in 2001 was called "Mass Care: An Overview."
According to the printout, IVINS attended this course on November
27, 200L.[____Jan advised that they currently could not
locate any class rosters which would confirm IVINS's attendance at
this course but would continue to search old records for the
rosters.

(WEFQ NOTE: enclosed in the FD-340 associated with this
communication is a photocopy of BRUCE IVINS's American Red Cross
DSHR Member Profile Report which includes his Red Cross Training

Investigation on 09/05/2007 aa Walkersville, Maryland

File # 279A-WF-222936-BET — \Q) Date dictated  N/A
PT] -
by SA .
This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
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record. Also enclosed in the FD-340 are eight photocopies of the
Disaster Training class roster dated September 22, 2001.)

I | anp | advised that back in 2001 their
American Red Cross chapter held its monthly Emergency Services
meetings on the third Monday of each month. They confirmed by
reviewing records and a 2001 calendar that the third Monday in
October of 2001 did in fact fall on October 15. They stated that
the meetings generally began at approximately 6:30pm and lasted
approximately one and a half to two hours in length. As in prior
interviews | and | |reiterated that IVINS typically
attended these monthly meetings but they could not provide any
documentation that could confirm whether or not IVINS did in fact
attend the October 15, 2001, Emergency Services.meeting.
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\ Date of transcription 08/07/2007
Kappa bo
Kappa Gamma (KKG) Fraternity HeadguarLers U _East Town Street b7C
Columbus, Ohio] email addressi |
SSAN L__ | was interviewed at| | place of emplovment.
Drior to meeting | .agents had spoken withl

I who represents KKG.
- osure Agreement for
who reviewed and signed the agreement prior to meeting

with agents. After being advised of the identity of the
interviewing agents and the nature of the interview,
provided the following information:

KKG headquarters oversees all administrative aspects of
.the organization. There isgs an elected council of national
officers. is not an
elected posSition, but au adminisctracive posicion for the
fraternity. Below headquarters, the administration of KKG is
broken down into regions, and then into provinces within each
region. The individual chapters fall within the various
provinces.

[;;:;;;:]explained that KKG headquarters maintains a
of a

database initiated members of the sorority as reported by
the various chapters, including active collegiate members,
alumnae, and deceased members. Not included are women who
pledged the sorority but were not ultimately initiated. The

database only goes back to 1991, and member information prior to —
that date is maintained by the individual chapters. The

headquarters database is different from the database available

to members on the internet in that the internet database does

not include deceased members, and only includes information

members have opted to include.

KKG holds a national convention every two years, and
every chapter sends at least one delegate, usually the chapter
president. Headquarters records of past conventions include
when the conventions were held and where. Headquarters also has
a record of convention delegates, which information would also
likely be gwailable from individual chapters. In a follow-up
email from attached a list of all KKG convention

Investigation on 08/07/2007 s Columbus, Ohio
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sites from 1964 to 2006. The attachment names only the
locations of the conventions and does not list the delegates.

did not recognize the name BéﬁCE IVINS, but was
familiar with IVINS's internet username JIMMYFLATHEAD.
According to [ | JIMMYFLATHEAD has previously attempted to
buy KKG items such as member badges through eBay. [::::fi]
allowed interviewing agents to review file on KKG items
recently auctioned on eBay, however the file contained no
references to JIMMYFLATHEAD, IVINS, or any other username known
by interviewing agents to have been used by IVINS.[f::f:f::]
noted that within the last year, a cipher had been put up for
auction, but a KKG member was able to buy the cipher. A cipher
is necessary for proper interpretation of the KKG Book of
Ritual. [:fi:::]does not know who offered the cipher for
auction, but does not recall that JIMMYFLATHEAD bid on the item.

receives regular alerts from eBay when KKG
items are put up for auction and agreed to notlfy agents 1f
JIMMYFLATHEAD attempted to purchase such items in the future.
PAITSON was provided with a list of other usernames associated
with IVINS to watch for in addition to JIMMYFLATHEAD.

did not recognize any of the other usernames.

also recognized the username JIMMYFLATHEAD from
his postings on the KKG entry on Wikipedia.[________ | described
JIMMYFLATHEAD as hav1ng caused a lot of problems for KKG by
posting negati information about the organlzatlon on
Wikipedia. | recalled\pne particular posting by
JIMMYEFTLATHE regarding | ]

[ had beeén a member of KKG, pledging the
sorority at\the University of Indiana (Delta chapter) with

of NBE Ne stated there had been some

on ove name (whether it was or

[;;:::;], which prompted KKG to remove the posting about

coording td[::E:::ﬁ, this prompted an "aggressive" response

from JIMMYFLATHEAD. KKG even consulted with their attorneys to
determine if they could take legal action to prevent
JIMMYFLATHEAD's posting regarding [ |The sorority was
concerned because the "Notable Kappas" entry on the website only
contained ten to twelve names, an stood out on the list.
It was ultimately decided to flood The Notable Kappas list with

\
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a lot of names so that.[::::::] inclusion would not be as
obvious.

expressed some concern for the nature of

IVINS'S%JIMMYFLATHEAD'S postings on the KKG Wikipedia entry.

observed his attitude was at times aggressive, and he
seemed to post only information that reflected poorly on the
organization such as the information about[::::%] and a hazing
incident at DePauw University in which several pledges were
branded with cigarettes. The ABC News program 20/20 aired a
story on the incident in 1997, and[::::%::fcommented that they
thought that was old news, and could not understand why IVINS
was bringing it up again.[ | also noted, however, that
IVINS/JIMMYFLATHEAD appears to see himself as a guardian of
sorts for the organization, and therefore does not necessarily
see him as threatening.

JIMMYFLATHEAD also posted information regarding the
sorority's secret ritual and initiation ceremony, which prompted
KKG to again consult legal counsel. The KKG ritual is now
copyrighted, so such actions as posting the ritual can be
prevented. KKG has been advised that they cannot take action
when a few words or sentences are quoted; only if large sections
are reprinted without permission. KKG was unable to prevent
JIMMYFLATHEAD from posting ritual information on Wikipedia.

[:::::::]Ihad heard of an incident when the ritufﬁ-haaﬁ
A\ olen from a chapter, and asked| ] ss
[;ff:ff:l to participate in the interview at this point. |
as worked at KKG headquarters since]| | served as
[ |from Auqust | Ehrough June| and now
1 reviewed and signed a

Non-Disclosure Agreement before participating in the interview.
advised that she remembered hearing in the early 1980s,

prior tof | taking over as | fin | | that
a ritual boo ad been stolen from the chapter at the University
of Maryland (UMD), and that a woman, and possibly a man, had
somehow been involved in the theft. [ ]did not know how it
was connected to the theft, but recalled some reference to
Rolling Stone magazine. and | | explained that the

ritual book by itself was almost worthless because a cipher was
needed to correctly interpret the ritual.

It was noted that the UMD chapter closed in 1992, and
in follow-up emails from on August 13 and 14, 2007,




-4 o9

FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95)

bo
279A-WF-222936-BEI b7C
Continuation of FD-302 of ___| ,0n_08/07/2007 ,Page 4

[:::::::] advised that the chapter, which had been located at 7404
Princeton Avenue, College Park, Maryland, closed on May 20,
1992, due to Fraternity Council (KKG) action. | wrote:

This was primarily due to low scholarship,
broke the terms of probation and abused
alcohol. The chapter had been on probation
since 1988.

I recall now, a person wrote in the past
year (on one of [IVINS's] postings, maybe on
Wikipedia?) the chapter was closed due to
drugs. Considering it was best to leave
"sleeping dogs lie" Kappa chose not to start
a war with him and let it drop. The chapter
was not closed due to drugs, it was closed
due to an accumulation of their past 4 vyears
of poor behavior and indifference to
changing.

\ Neither| |nor| |were familiar with the name
[ searched the KKG database for references
tol | but could find nothing that matched the name.

rEranklin Park, in Columbus, i id not mean anything
to either or | althoughffif::fifkhought a
conservatory was located at the park. Both noted that Columbus

is located in Franklin County, and that many places in the area
carry the name Franklin. Access to KKG Headquarters is from

Franklin Avenue, but pnd | frere not aware of any
other KKG affiliation with the name "Franklin" or "Franklin
Park".

Later on_the same date,[::::::]contacted agents by

telephone because[ _ ] had ;Qggngd_ngeral letters referencing
IVINS. Agents returned to office, where they were

joined by the attorney]| who represents KKG and with whom
- agents had previously spoken. then provided agents with
three typed letters described below:

The first letter was dated January 18, 1985, from the
"Fraternity Ritualist" identified only as In the
letter, the ritualist compared ritual material obtained through
an ad in Rolling Stone magazine with the KKG Book of Ritual.
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The ritualist determined that the material may have been
obtained from an unidentified local source due to discrepancies
between that material and the official Boock of Ritual.

The second letter was dated March 14, 1985, from an
attorney representing KKG at that time. _Several unrelated
issues are addressed in the letter, in addition to the apparent
absence of legal remedies to address "the University of
Maryland's free copies and Rolling Stones' advertisement."
Without more explanation as to the source of this information,
the attorney states, "Since the identity of the passer out of
the ritual in Maryland shows that it is probably a DR. BRUCE
IVANS, perhaps a little more information can be discovered about
who he is and then a confrontation with him for whatever good it
would do." The letter implies that KKG is not certain that
IVANS (believed to be IVINS) is "the man that did it."

The third letter was dated September 10, 1985, also
from KKG's attorney, and addressed "the repeating problem [they
had] encountered with unauthorized copying and disclosures of
the content of the Kappa initiation manual." The attorney
advised that while KKG may have a legal remedy under copyright
and trademark law, such action would involve "considerable
expense and long delay". The attorney also mentions that the
"putative infringer" has not yet been identified, and references
them as him or her. The attorney suggests that this
"harassment" may be constitute criminal violations, and although
the charges would likely be minor, they may have a deterrent
effect.

[:::::::]offered interviewing agents a copy of an
almunae directory published in 2004. The directory is enclosed

in a 1A 7426, along with the original notes of this interview
and the original Non-Disclosure Agreements signed by and
the three letters recovered by Il

ollow-up emails from August 13 and 14, 2007, and the email
attachment listing the KKG convention sites.
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A On September 10, 2007, SSANl |
telephone number

[ WaS INCErVIEWED a5 I DIBcE Of employment,

| telephone number

k emall address! | was
advised of the i1dentity o e interviewilrng agent er

reviewing and signing a Non-Disclosure Agreement, was
advised of the nature of the interview and provided the
following information:

:attended the University of Cincinnati from 1964
to 1969] received al |deqree in | |

then continued in thel
| | while

attending the University of] Jmas_a_mgTber of
Kappa Kappa Gamma sorority (KKG), and served as|

[ oy P

lived in the KKG chapter house off and on during
year.

[ L | did no.l'.________I
participate in KKG duringl  |year of school. [_ <:T’::\
\\

was aware of only one incident when there were
attempts to discover some of the "confidential" aspects of the
sorority, when university officials wanted all of the sororities
on campus to provide "confidential® information during the
spring of | | year (1968) .[_____ Jcould not recall
specifically what type of information was requested by the
administration but believed it may have been regarding the
sororities' member selection processes. also does not.
recall whether or not part of the information requested was
related to sorority rituals.[_______ |remembers being in
meetings regarding this disclosure of information only with

other sorority presidents, and does not rem??fff:fffj fraternity
officers being involved in the discussions. was asked
to complete a form, and sought advice from the KKG national
office, possibly consulting with the National President at that
time.

After reviewingl |yearbook from 1968,| |also
recalled that| |was

Investigation on 09/10/2007 at
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\
involved in those meetings.[:::::::]also mentioned | - |
was the Dean of Students at that time. !dia not \know why
the information was being requested and also not know
whether the University initiated this action on their own, or
whether they were responding to issues raised by external
sources, such as the State of Ohio (the university became a i
state school during the time |attended). It was noted
that during this time frame in the late 1960's, cultural and
racial diversity was gaining national attention, which might
explain a request for member selection information.

suggested contacting| | who[:::::::]

dated briefly | year in school and was a member of

Delta Tau Delta fraternity. | was in| | class and
stayed on at the school working 1im| |

In such capacity, and having served asl ]
| r of |fratern1ty| thought| |may know
More about what was being reguested of the sororities and why,

and whether or not similar information had been requested of the
fraternities. noted that[::::::]has "done very well for
himself", has given significant amounts of money to the school
over the years, and was the graduation speaker last June.

| |did not recognize the name BRUé& IVINS

however, when as shown a photocopy of a Eﬁotograph of
IVINS from high school, she thought he looked familiar.

rngdagtid copy of an email from IWINS, which indicated he met

and | | in an American
Literature course at tHQ’University of Cincinnati, was provided
to for review. 1In his email, IVINS described the women

as the Tstars" of the class who were helpful to other students
"not as talented".[ ] did not remember anything about the
class, except that it was not a freshman-level course.

thought it might have been a course| took junior or
senior year. did not remember 1VINS from the class.

ek system at the university was very large, and
althoughl idid not think non-Greek students would have
been stigmatized by not joining a fraternity or sorority,

did think someone who was not a member of a fraternity

or sorority could feel "left out" or not part of the "in crowd",
particularly if they had tried to join a house.

[::::::::]described the KKG chapter at the University of
Cincinnati as the best sorority on campus because they had very
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good-looking members, maintained high grades, and were very
involved in campus activities.[:::f%:fﬁthought that if the KKG
chapter was not the best sorority at the University of
Cincinnati, it was certainly one of the top three, along with
Theta %Kappa Alpha Theta) and Tri-Delt (Delta Delta Delta).

described the members as ! 1 ladies" who were very
friendly and not snobs, although acknowledged that a man
trying to get a date with a member might have a different
perspective.

According to|;::::::11KKG socialized primarily with
other fraternities, and thought most women in the
chapter dated fraternity members. | | suggested that
someone who was not a member of a fraternity would have a hard
time "finding an in" with a sorority member. | | could not
recall anyone dating or showing attention to someone for the
purpose of making fun of or embarrassing them.

'y
The name | | was not farniHMl_ITrl
[:::::::] located a psychology\major named in her
yearbook for 1968, and provided the interviewing agent with a
photocopy of the page with |photograph (page

[::::::] provided yearbooks for 1965 through- 1969
for review. There were no entries in the indexes for IVINS, and
he was not observed in any of the organizati jraphs
reviewed, to include the] | of whichi was a
member. It was noted that the University had a large
pharmaceutlcal program, and there were student organizations for
the American Pharmaceutical Association and a Pharmaceutical
Tribunal. No other science-related organizations were
immediately observed, with the ex ion of organizations
related to chemical engineering. | inoted that the indexes
included references to individual photos of students as well as
students appearing in group photographs.- thought that
if IVINS was pictured in a yearbook, individually or as part of
a group, his name would have appeared in the index, unless it
had been inadvertently left out.

did not become involved with KKG as an alumnae
until many vears after graduating, and then only at a local
level in| | never heard anyone talk about missing
ritual books or the KKG ritual and initiation ceremony belng
made public. | | lived in| |
| |so| [would not have been aware
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of any issues regarding KKG rituii fTring that time. [:::::::]
recalled that the ritual book at] chapter was kept "locked
up" but that remembers using the book to memorize[::]role
in the ceremonies as chapter president.

[:::::::]volunteered thatl could understand why a
ted 1

non-Greek student might be interes n a sorority or
fraternity's rituals because recalled being fascinated by
the secret socie f Masons, of which Eather was a member.
When asked aboud | father's involvement,| | stated he was
never active in the Masons, and it is not something that would
have come up when |was in college.

The Non-Disclosure Agreement signed by[:::::::]is
enclosed in a 1A envelope with the original notes of this
interview and the redacted email and photocopied pictures

Yy along with the photocopy of the page from
1968 yearbook picturing
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On September 6, 2007 bSAN! |
was interviewed at residence] L
telephone number| | After

being advised of the identity of the interviéwing agents,
| reviewed and signed a Non-Disclosure Agreement, and
provided the following information:

attended the University of Cincinnati from
1964 through 1968, where[ | was a member of Kappa Kappa Gamma
(KKG, Kappa) sorority. | | lived at home throughout
college, as did many students who attended the University of
Cincinnati, and never resided in the KKG house.| |was
an | and remembers most of the classes were
relatively small, ‘with the exception of some required courses.

| | described the required Biology course as a large
lecture-type class.

A redacted copy of an emaifl from BRUCE\ IVINS which
indicated he met| | and| [ in B\n American
Literature course at the University of Cincinnati was provided
tol | iew. In his email, IVINS described

| | andfff:fffifas the "stars" of therglgﬁg_wgg_uare \y
helpful to other students "not as talented"

remembers a course in American Literature| | took| |
year, and believes the course was called Ameﬁiggg_zggg;tions of
Literature. The course lasted one year, and was in

the class [year, 1965-1966. | KHoes not
remember, however, anyone named BRUCE IVINS, and specifically

does not remember IVINS as being enrolled in the literature
class.

[:::::::::]was shown photocopies of pictures of IVINS
frTm_his_high_sghQﬁl yearbook, but IVINS did not look familiar
to provided four yearbooks from the University
of Cincinnati, covering the years 1965 through 1968, explaining

that only seniors' individual photos were included. IVINS was
not listed in the index of any of the yearbooks.

could not think of any circumstance in which
would have helped another student in that class, stating the
material did not lend itself to working with other students.

Investigation on 0° / 06 / 2007 at

[

Fle# 279A-WF-222936-BEI - nl/ Date dictated 09/06/2007
GA|

by PI
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remembered the course was not a discussion class where
student would i ith each other as part of the course.
The only course remembers helping or tutoring other
students with was a course in logic.

| |al oes not remember being in the American
literature class wi rority sistex who had
pledged KKG with thought Imay have taken a

psychology course during summer school with

The Greek system at the University of Cincinnati was
described by| as fairly large, but thought only-30
percent of the student body was in a fraternity or sorority.
According to[::::;::::] the KKG house was therﬂhigﬂ_hQHSﬁ on
campus, along with Kappa Alpha Theta (Theta).
admitted that the Kappas were known to be "kind of snooty", but
was not aware of any instance where members did anything
Mean to other students. The KKG house is at the same location
today as in the 1960s - 2801 Clifton, Cincinnati, Ohio. KKG did
not host many parties on their own, but would typically partner
with a fraternity or other house. |]recalled that the
women attended many parties hosted by other houses. The only
activity Kappa pledges were required to participate_in was
cleaning the chapter house every Saturday morning.
did not know of any hazing of KKG pledges.

| |was not aware of any instance involving the
theft of ritual materials, and had not heard that any such

incident had taken place at any school.| did not know
anyone\named , and was not familiar with the name.
Al | was ligted in the yearbook for 1968, but did not

indicate\a sorority affiliation.

| Icould not recall any pranks, raids, ox
otherwise unusual incidents involving the KKG house. reminding
agents that because[ ___]did not live in the house, may not
have been aware of such activities. .

The University of Cincinnati KKG chapter (Beta Rho
Deuteron) had closed at one time, pogsibly due to low
membership, but that was long before was a student at
the school.
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suggested that would be able to
provide more 1ntormation[abgu1_anT activities or incidents
involving the KKG house. lived in the house and ma
have served | recalled
was very involved inl campus activities and may have remained
involved with KKG after graduating.| l[aiso suggested
agents speak with| End]
| | graduated
with | | in 1968 and wag' also involved with campusg and KKG
activities. |
[ | wag the only KKG member[_I | could
r_remembTr as having a| |degree. stated
was in class, but| | degree program was al ]
program, SO Probably graduated [also
thought may have transferred 1nto the University oI
Cincinnati.

The Non-Disclosure Agreement signed by [::::::::]is
enclosed in a 1A envelope with the original notes of this

interview and the redacted email and photocopied pictures
reviewed by|
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Date of transcripion _08/29/2007 b7cC

On August 21, 2007,
provided the following information:

| |qrew up in | |where| |

Investigation on 08/21/2007 at |
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SA|
by SA
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 09/11/2007

On the morning of September 07, 2007, writer reviewed, as
pre-arranged, the pgxgonnel file pertaining to United States Army
Medical Research Insthggte of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID)
employee, BRUCE IVINS, \Date of Birth: April 22, 1946, Social
IVINS's personnel file

these sections are further described as:

contained six sections,

I. Notification of Personnel Actions

: -USAMRIID Form 7: documents changes . in pay and time off
awards between September 09, 2001 and January 09, 2005.
-USAMRIID Form 7/7B: documents pay adjustments and other
personnel actions between January 12, 1992 and June 14,
2001.
-USAMRIID Form 7: documents pay adjustments and other
personnel action between December 02, 1980, and October
06, 1991, as well as "SAEDA Training" dates also during
this period. .
-Standard Forms 50-B (SF-50B): documents
pay adjustments, individual cash awards, individual time
off awards, change in FEGLI, individual
suggestion/invention award, and other personnel action
notifications dated December 02, 1983, through January
08, 2006.

(WFO NOTE: Enclosed in the FD-340 associated with this
communication are photocopies all of the above mentioned records.)

II. Performance Appraisal
Chronological compilation of annual and semiannual
performance appraisal. It should be noted, IVINS consistently

rated "exceptional." Review of this section noted no derogatory
ratings or comments.

(WFO NOTE: due to the voluminous section of this file

only photocopies of Performance Appraisals dated 2001 are enclosed
in the FD-340 associated with this communication.)

ITI. Miscellaneous Forms \\

Investigation on 09/07/2007 at Fort Detrick, Maryland

File # 279A-WF-222936-BEI = |\ 3 Date dictated N/A

by Special Agent

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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-FEGLI Insurance forms, CFC contribution forms and other
miscellaneous forms. IVINS has been a longtime (before September
2001) CFC contributor to the Frederick County Chapter of the
American Red Cross. A thorough review of this section noted only
one form, a CFC contribution form, signed and dated by IVINS in
2001; specifically October 31, 2001. Review of this section noted
no other pertinent information.

(WFO_NOTE: enclosed in the FD-340 associated with this
communication are photocopies of a change in health benefits form
dated December 20, 1980, as well as a CFC contribution form dated
October 18, 2006.)

IV. Time Off Awards and other Certificates of Achievement/Awards
-Letter of Appreciation dated July 07, 1984, regarding
IVINS conducting a re-certification cardiopulmonary
resuscitation course for the medical staff at USAMRIID.

Numerous other awards, certificates, and letters were
contained therein, and thoroughly examined. Review of this section
noted no derogatory information.

(WFO_NOTE: enclosed in the FD-340 associated with this
communication is a photocopy of the above mentioned Letter of
Appreciation.)

V. Training Reimbursement Requests, SF-50Bs, and other
miscellaneous forms.

-DD Form 1556-1, a reimbursement request for IVINS
pertaining to his attendance a course entitled
"Lyophilization: a short course," course dates June 18-
20, 1996, held at the Sheraton Hotel, Baltimore,
Maryland.

-Confirmation Notice/facsimile pertaining to the same.

-Course description pertaining to the same.

-Certificate dated September 1992 regarding a Good
Laboratory Practices course presented by the Center for
Professional Advancement.

-DD Form 2556-1, a reimbursement request for IVINS
pertaining to his attendance to a Good Laboratory
Practice course held by the "Ctr for Professional
Advancement, " mailing address East Brunswick, NJ";
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however, it would appear the course was held at Fort
Detrick, building 830 on September 16-17, 1992.

Review indicated no other pertinent information was
contained in this section..

(WFO NOTE: enclosed in the FD-340 associated with this
communication are photocopies of all of IVINS's training
reimbursement requests.)

VI. Employment Application, scholastic records, and personal
information update form.

Review indicated no other pertinent information was
contained in this section.

(WFO_NOTE: enclosed in the FD-340 associated with this
communication are photocopies of IVINS's hand written employment
application.)
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A meeting was held on July 18, 2007 at the UVA, between

the Amerithrax Task

Force, the Behavioral Analysis Unit, and Dr.

M.D., to discuss these issues.
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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 09/12/2007

Case ID: _279A-WF-222936-BEI (Rending) - \\S b2

Contact Date: 09/05/2007

Type of Contact: Email

(Pending) b7D

Location: | b6

Written by: Special Agent
Other(s) Present: £ N/A

Source Reporting:

CHS, who is in a position to testify, provided the
following information:
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As previously reported, CHS agreed to provide writer bi7b
with
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on 09/21/2007, SA| | requested NCIC
offline records checks for BRUCE EDWARDS IVINS, DOB
04/22/1946, SSAN 280-44-5445. GA| [was advised by [ |

| |CJIS, that the records of offline inquiries date
ack only to 1990. A copy of the records provided by

are attached for reference.
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[WF) (FBI)
From: | lcais) (Fai)
Sent: I_ELi.d.aALﬁen.Lem.bﬂLZJ_l%O? 11:50 AM
To: _ (WF) (FBI)
Subject: Offline search results

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

HTES
i

=]
i,

12 KB) EXAMPLE OF HYP
SEARCH-b&w.doc ...

beo
b7C

Attached are the results for your search on lvins, and an example sheet to help you read them. Thanks.

UNCLASSIFIED
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TITLE: 2007000000
ADDRESS:
EXTENSION:
COMMENTS::
TYPE: HYP NEED: UNI FILE:
‘ ’ BEGIN DATE: 19900101 END DATE: 20070920 LIST TYPE:
| LST
FILE SIZE: 000000000 COUNT: 000000 RANDOM NUMBER
LIST: ‘
IMAGE INDICATOR:
FIELDS SEARCHED: NAM/IVINS,B@19460422.SOC/280445449
FIELDS OUTPUT:
]

1l 2007-07-30-19.24.35.246266
INO1ITVEPN7257329052.QW.VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE EDWARDS.D0B/19460422.ENS/N
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

1lE  2007-07-30-16.59.07.134459
INOITVEPN7257146613.QW.VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS,BRUCE EDWARDS.DOB/19460422.ENS/N
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

77  2007-01-07-15.32.53.674305
INOLEI064MRIDO64YOR .QW.MDO110005 . NAM/IVINS ,BRUCE EDWARDS.DOB/19460422.SEX/M
ORI IS FREDERICK CO SO FREDERICK 301 600-1046

2D 2006-12-27-20.25.12.140453
INO1CQUAHR523200232.QW.VAINSO2T3.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422
ORI IS US INS SERVICE INS ARLINGTON DISTRICT OFFICE 703 285-6700

77  2006-10-23-12.00.24.202153
INOLEI064MRID8774WN.QW.MDMSP6011. NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.S0C/280445449
ORI IS MD STATE POLICE LICENSING DIVISION PIKESVILLE 410 799-0190

77  2006-10-23-12.00.13.024641
INOLEI064MRID8774V5.QW.MDMSP6011. NAM/IVINS, BRUCE,S0C/280445449
ORI IS MD STATE POLICE LICENSING DIVISION PIKESVILLE 410 799-0190

77  2006-10-23-12.00.01.467902
INO1EIO064MRID8774SQ.QW.MDMSP6011.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.S0C/280445449
ORI IS MD STATE POLICE LICENSING DIVISION PIKESVILLE 410 799-0190

77  2006-02-14-13.52.29.935244
INO1ETI064MRID187ZIM.QW.MDMSP601L.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.S0C/280445449
Page 1
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ORI IS MD STATE POLICE LICENSING DIVISION PIKESVILLE 410 799-0190

77  2005-12-30-14.07.20.478944

INOLETI064MRIDA3ZEIMK.QW.MD0110319.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE EDWARDS.DOB/19460422
ORI IS FREDERICK PD 301 694-2100

13  2005-12-19-19.33.06.576860
1N011000002619049.QTP.WVIAF0000.NAM/IVINS ,BRUCE

EDWARDS.D0B/11111111.19460422.SEX/M.RAC/U.S0C/280445449,.ICN/ISI50001000002619049.TCN
/.LRI/WVBI0000Z.0N1/C3IS

DIVISION-FBI.ON2/BIOTERRORISM.ON3/CIIS-BIOTERRORISM.0AC/CLARKSBURG. SIG/WV ZIP/26306.
CT1/304 625-4900.EML/BIO@LEQO(DOT)GOV.TOT/INTERNAL FEDERAL
APPLICANT.DFP/20031008.RFP/BIOTERRORISM ACT.IDE/20051216

ORI IS FBI PDS CRIMINAL INFORMATION AND TRANSITION 304 625-2752

77  2005-08-09-15.54.21.022723
INO1EDO20MRID646IRS .QP0.MDMSP6017 .NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422.SEX/M.RAC/W
ORI IS MD STATE POLICE LICENSING DIVISION PIKESVILLE 410 799-0190

77  2004-11-17-11.06.06.661988
INO1EDO20MRID8X98G0.QP0.MDMSP6010.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE
EDWARDS.D0B/19460422.50C/280445449

ORI IS MD STATE POLICE LICENSING DIVISION PIKESVILLE 410 799-0190

77 2003-11-14-09.26.40.288675
INO1EIO20MRIDS8TOZGV.QW.MD01604V0.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE EDWARDS.DOB/19460422.SEX/M.RAC/W
ORI IS MONTGOMERY COUNTY PD ROCKVILLE 240 773-5330

13  2003-10-22-08.30.44.392858

1N014000028283396.QTP.WVIAF0000.NAM/IVINS,BRUCE
EDWARDS.DOB/11111111.19460422.SEX/M.RAC/U.0CA/280445449.50C/280445449.1CN/IFCS000400
0028283396.TCN/0702828334.LRI/WVBI0000Z.0N1/CIIS
DIVISION-FBI.ON2/BIOTERRORISM.ON3/CIIS-BIOTERRORISM.0AC/CLARKSBURG.SIG/WV.ZIP/26306.
TOT/MISCELLANEOUS APPLICANT CSS SUBMISSION.DFP/20031008.RFP/BIOTERRORISM
ACT.IDE/20031022

ORI IS FBI PDS CRIMINAL INFORMATION AND TRANSITION 304 625-2752

2D 2003-10-20-10.24.51.675057
1INO1CQUQE3C88800888.Qw.VATREO199.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422
ORI IS U S TREASURY FINANCIAL CRIMES ENF NET ARLINGTON 703 905- 3664

1E  2003-04-04- 03 38.10.869427
1L01Q23EN3056417046.QwW.VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS , BRUCE.DOB/19460422
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

26  2003-03-28-17.40.48.553908
1L01S2DIN3052721270.QwW. VAUSC6099. NAM/IVINS, BRUCE. DOB/19460422
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

1E  2002-09-12-08.55.08.693925
1L01Q3R7N2086267568 .QW.VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

77  2002-08-10-01.18.30.913200
11.01zNG302810001223.QW.MD0160205.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE EDWARDS. SEX/M RAC/W. DOB/19460422
ORI IS GAITHERSBURG PD 301 258-6400

1E 2002-08-02-14.19.32.231076
1L01P3ACN2065060024 . QW . VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS , BRUCE . DOB/19460422
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

1E  2002-08-02-14.16.43.261715
1LO1P6XNN0802000098.QW.VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE. DOB/19460422
Page 2
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ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

2C  1998-09-11-10.16.35.520000
1L01P342N0911010021.QW.VAUSC6099.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/042246
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

43  1998-09-06-18.12.46.610000 -
1L01P6E5N0907010024 .QW.VAUSC6099 . NAM/IVINS,BRUCE.DOB/042246
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000

67 1995-09-22-14.02.24.210000
1L01P2KHN0922020111.Qw.VAUSC60I0.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/042246
ORI IS US CUST SERV ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS NEWINGTON 703 921-6000 1]

81  2007-06-19-07.35.33.988724

INOLTCLARKL.QWA.DCFBIWAKL.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422.SEX/M.RAC/U.S0C/280445449
ORI IS FBI NCIC 304 625-3000

2D  2006-11-07-10.11.18.989116
1NOLCQURRZN09200092.Qw.DCFBITGT3.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 202 324-3000

2D  2006-11-07-10.10.31.454983
INOLCQURRZN09100091.Qw.DCFBITGT3.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 202 324-3000

2D  2006-11-07-10.10.06.301989
INO1CQURRZN09000090.QW.DCFBITGT3.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE .DOB/19460422.50C/280445449
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 202 324-3000

2D  2006-11-07-10.09.08.855048
INOL1CQURRZN0O8900089.Qw.DCFBITGT3.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422.50C/280445449
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 202 324-3000

2D  2006-11-07-10.08.49.354933
INOLCQURRZNO8800088.Qw.DCFBITGT3.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE.DOB/19460422.50C/280445449
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 202 324-3000

60 2003-10-08-09.18.02.674195
INO1FLS0382850380.QW. FLFBIMMOL. NAM/IVINS,BRUCE.DOB/19460422.SEX/M.RAC/U.S0C/28044544
9

ORI IS FBI MIAMI 1 305 944-9101
64 2003-08-26-05.38.32.034908

IN01DC0005991189.Qw .DCFBIWF00.NAM/IVINS, BRUCE
.DOB/19460422 .RAC/U.SEX/M

ORI IS FBI FIELD OFFICE WASHINGTON 202 278-2000
8A  2002-05-30-00.51.18.544805
1L01UFB5 DQ .QW.IDFBIP00O.NAM/IVINS,BRUCE E.DOB/19460422.SEX/M.RAC/U
ORI IS POCATELLO INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CENTER 208 238-5000
8A  2002-05-30-00.51.11.169572
1LO1UFB5 DQ .QW.IDFBIP00O.NAM/IVINS,BRUCE E.DOB/19460422.SEX/M.RAC/U
ORI IS POCATELLO INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CENTER 208 238-5000
8A  2002-05-30-00.47.13.236329
1LO1UFB5 Qw
.QW.IDFBIP000.NAM/IVINS,BRUCE.DOB/19460422 .RAC/U.SEX/M.S0C/280445449
ORI IS POCATELLO INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CENTER 208 238-5000

2D  2002-02-13-09.54.47.449253
1L01cqQuqvzAa10300103.Qw.DCFBITGTS . NAM/IVINS, BRUCE E. DOB/19460422
Page 3




ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

2D 2002-02-09-09.34.21.780362
1L01CQuQVZA08000080.QW.DCFBITGT6.NAM/IVINS,
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

2D 2002-02-09-09.33.05.400478
1.01cqQuqQvzA07800078 .QW.DCFBITGT6.NAM/IVINS
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

2D 2002-02-09-09.32.55.133818
11.01cQuqQvzAa07700077 .QW.DCFBITGT6. NAM/IVINS
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

2D 2002-02-09-09.32.46.119291
11.01cQuQvzA07600076.Qw.DCFBITGT6.NAM/IVINS
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

2D 2002-02-09-09.32.10.129748
1101¢cQuQvzAa07500075.Qw.DCFBITGT6 . NAM/IVINS
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

2D 2002-02-09-09.31.56.324730
1L01CQuUQVzA07400074.QW.DCFBITGT6. NAM/IVINS
ORI IS FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

THE DATA PROVIDED IS FROM THE BDAT THROUGH
***¥END OF REPORT*%%
TOTAL RECORDS REPORTED: 42

txt
202 324-3000

BRUCE E. DOB/19460422
202 324-3000

,BRUCE.DOB/19460422

202 324-3000

, BRUCE.DOB/19460422

202 324-3000

, BRUCE.DOB/19460422

202 324-3000

, BRUCE.DOB/19460422

202 324-3000

,BRUCE.DOB/19460422

202 324-3000

THE FOLLOWING DATE: 09-20-2007
REPORT DATE: 09-21-2007

TOTAL RECORDS PROCESSED: 43

Page 4
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ALL FORMATION CONTAINED

’ HE I35 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 12-10-2008 BY o0324 UC BAWARS/L3C

EXAMPLE OF NCIC OFF-LINE HYPER SEARCH

Sample I
G * A ¥ B % [NCIC “inquiry” Transaction]
53 1991-01-10-04.15.51.930000 .
* C . *px E % F * e
|  bic
KEY:

A. Date of inquiry (Year - Month - Day™)

B. Time of transaction (always in eastern time / hour, minute, seconds, milliseconds)

C. Header (sequence of characters acceptable to NCIC which is used to provide message information for the control terminal
agency.

D. Message Key

E. ORI (Originating Agency Identifier, agency who initiated the inquiry)

F. Searchable information

G. Line number of circuit over which transaction was received and response was returned

*The report being sent to you reflects all transactions that match the search criteria you provided,
including the name and phone number of the agency that made the inquiry. If you need the
entire transaction that includes the response NCIC returned to the inquiry, please contact the
analyst that conducted the search.




’ ALL OFMATION CONTAINED

FD-1023 (Rev. 6-22-2007) HE 15 UHCLASSIFIED
DATE 12-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RS/LSC

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 09/27/2007

Case ID: 279A-WF-22936-BEI (Pending) -7 b2
| [Pending)

Contact Date: 09/18/2007

Type of Contact: Telephonic
| bé

Location:

Written by: Special Agent
Other(s) Present: N/A

Source Reporting:

Individual, who is in a position to testify,
| |
| |provided the following information:

A

I b6

[ fmor b7cC

in the B3 hot suite | had\been strange[ ] b
| Earlier in the week IVINS was cleaning

out the freezer in his laboratory within the B3 hot suite.
When IVINS was queried if he wanted assistance by a fellow co-

worker, IVINS responded no. | |
[::::::j IVINS is not known for pro-actively cleaning; nor is
IVINS known for refusing the offer to have someone else

assistance/do it for him. |

| |IVINS instructed a
co-worker to autoclave a container of bleach from his hood in
his laboratory within the B3 hot suite. The co-worker was
astounded by this request as bleach containers, and their

contents, were never autoclaved in the past_. -~worker

subsequently asked the B3 suit rvisor, if b
this was appropriate; to whic responded it was wot and b7
not to do as IVINS had instructed. remarked to th -

worker something to the effect of either the co- worker |

needing to baby-sit IVINS in the hot-suite.

*"
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/04/2007 bé
\ b7C
[ | date of birth| |
residing at]| [ home
telephone number] | was interviewed at] | place of
Iemplovment at |
I
I | work phond] |

provide| |social security number. After being advised of the
identity of the special agent and postal inspector, the purpose of

the interview and completing a non-disclosure agreement,[:::::::]
provided the following information:

[ |comp1eted| | at the College
[ lin]| l ] [ completed| |at the <
University of l Jcompleted | lat the 172 3
University of eaving in| | found {
employment as ]

starting in

|stated that] | had never heard or nor met BRUCE
IVINS. | %
l |provided the name ofl lag a posgsible

Derson to talk with as | |

also provided] | as another possible individual to talk
with| |
A
The name | [sounded vaguely familiar and
| |thouqht that perhaps | had worked)| |
The name| |sounded vaguely familiar and | |

thought perhaps|

Investigation on 10/03/2007 at

Fle # 279A-WF-222936-BEI_~ []% Basagictated  10/04 /2007

[ [GS Postal Inspector
by SA]

This dLmnmmmm:ﬁons nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

@]




FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95)

Continuation of FD-302 of ___|

279A-WF-222936 be

,0n 10/03/2007 ,Page 2

University of

the name. |§l§o opined that theE;::;;::]name could: sound
familiar as as the name of a building onlthe campus of the

1ile at | lvas a member of Xa

Kapp i l | described | ]college involvement with
Kappa Kappa \Gamma sorority as "being in a sorority was not a big
deal to me" "I was not your typical sorority member."

stated that was much more interested in science and did not
reside in the sorority house. )

| could not recall any instance in which| |wou1d
have discussed] Jaffiliation with Kappa Kappa Gamma.|

On one occasion, in the 1977 to 1987 time frame, | |
recalled being invited by the Kappa Kappa Gamma chapter at the
iversity of

accepted their invitation andl |

] did not remember the mechanics of how the

local Kappa Kappa Gamma chapter found out that[:::]had been a
member or who invited

N
The name was unknown to[:::]

A} .
maintained an active social circle while at the
University ofi |

| stated that] | had been very
involved in getting intramugal activities such as volleyball games -
established with members of lab and other post-docs and
students. also participated in campus activities including the

Through| |involvement,| |cou1d have met any number of people.

\
[::::::]maintains friendship with| la

Kappa Kappa Gamma sorority sister from| |time at the College of




FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95)

&

b6
b7C
279A-WF-222936
Continuation of FD-302 of _I I ,On 10/03/2007 ,Page -3

(The original nondlsclosure agreement and interview notes
are contained in corresponding 1A)
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 10/15/2007

D& lz-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RES/LSC

GRAND JURY MATERIAL - DISSEMINATE PURSUANT TO RULE 6 (e)

Pursuant to a Grand Jury Subpoena issued in the United

States Digtrict Court, District o i (GJ 6-01 #5616), Postal
Inspector | received on October 15, 2007.

After being advised of the identity of the interviewer,
provided the following additional information:

The records provided to Postal Inspectoﬂ Pave been
enclosed in an associated 1A envelope.

Investigation on 10/15/2007 at

File # 279A-WF-222936-BEI -~ )| 9 Date dictated 1/a

by Postal Inspector

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL. It is the property of th
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 10/11/2007

Case ID: V279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending)=~/J0

: b2
| |(Pend1ng) b7D

Contact Date: 10/09/2007

Type of Contact: Telephonic

Location: | he

b7C
Written by: Special Agent
Other (s) Present: N/A

Source Reporting:

CHS, who is in a position to testify, telephonically
contacted writer on the evening of 10/09/2007 and provided the
following information:

United Sates Army Medical Research Institute of
quenfimnq Diseases (USAMRIID),. Fort Detrick, Marvland, emﬁloyee
BRUCE_IVINS's behavior today was "freaky." |

[ IVINS, per
his routine, set-up and labeled the_ tubes beforehand; however,
once the mistake was realized told[:::]"l don't know who made the
mistake" me or you.[ ] found this incredulous as all of the
tubes were labeled in IVINS's own handwriting, so clearly IVINS
made the mistake.

| IVINS could not reset his
password to something and his password would be sent to him by Y
regular mail. This upset IVINS to the point he declared, "I need

to stand he ith a bat to make sure no one logs onto my

computer!" | iopined IVINS meant someone had accessed his
computer.

| |this behavior capped of some previous
unusual events pertaining to IVINS.[::%:]noted that Fn_g:_abfut
09/27/2007 IVINS showed up at work with a black-eve,

b7C




CHS Reporting ‘

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 10/09/2007

| overheard IVINS discussing he had

taken Ambien (P) and had wriftten a bizarre email] |
IVINS indicated to one co-

worker that he sent the emaill from his residence, and later to
another co-worker indicated he had come into USAMRIID in such a
state and sent the email.

[ |reiterated IVINS recent clean out of his

refrigerator/freezer in B313 was not a planned or scheduled
evelpt. |

recalled, after cleaning, IVINS autoclaved: serial dilutions of

Bacillus antF:acis. dilution blanks, and a larger flask which had
no labeling.

[ | was absolutely certain IVINS used writer's name in
conversation.|




CHS Reporting

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 10/09/2007

oo o
BN

]
[N

| IVINS indicateci\_b.e_h.admba.en&dm;auﬁering
|and that had

told IVINS that they had observed the EBI leaving eafly one
morning. IVINS indicated he put one and one together and
surmised that the writer has been obtaining the USAMRIID
security/surveillance tapes.

Z

| cHS

greed to contact writer with additional information.

144
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FD-1023 (Rev. 6-22-2007)

‘EIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 12-292-2008 BY 60324 uc baw/rs

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 10/10/2007

Case ID: (Pending)—/3A!

Pending)

Contact Date: 10/08/2007

Type of Contact: Telephonic

Location: [ |

Written by: Special Agent
Other(s) Present: N/A

Source Reporting:

Individual, who is not in a position to testify,
provided the following information telephonically to writer on
the afternoon of 10/08/2007:

bé&
b7C

b6
b7C
b7D




CHS Reporting

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 10/08/2007

b3
b6
b7C

b7D

| BRUCE IVINS was querled

something to the effect of, "So who do you think did this?"

BRUCE IVINS indicated he could not name names but identified that
some one who lives in New Jersey, and who works for a
pharmaceutical company was at the top of his list. It was clear
to all that BRUCE IVINS was referring to former USAMRIID employee

| BRUCE IVINS advised what convinced him that

| had indeed mailed the anthrax—laCFQ_lgijgxs_ﬁn 2001
~was € ract that elderly female victim and mother
resided in the same square mile in Connecticut. IVINS further
indicated he conducted his own computer research to reach that




-~

CHS Reporting

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 10/08/2007
b6
b7C
b7D

conclusion.[:::::]challenged IVINS on_his theory asking

something to the effect of "Why would do it?" BRUCE

IVINS replied, " S immediate that did not
make any sense. Efffffﬁcon:lnued how could have foreseen

the impact, such as the polygraphs and investigations, that the
USAMRIID employees would have gone throuFQQJ::f:::lgugxigd_BRUCE
IVINS, "Why wouldn't he of mailed one to '

IVINS, who had previously indicated his unnamed second choice was
a distant second to| | replied, "He's at the top of my
list. I didn't say I'd bet the farm on it."

Also,|
brought up| ___Inhame; however, there was no further

discourse pertaining to[_____ |possibly being the perpetrator of
the anthrax-laced letter mailinas of 2001 bv BRUCE TVTINS

| BRUCE IVINS mentioned that

had to be one of the world's experts on spore preps, and b7D

he was "proud" of[  Jwork.

BRUCE IVINS also indicated that "they" had looked at
the spores used in the attacks, and thaﬁ_ihex_sam_ﬁhat the spores
had improved with subsequent mailings. opined this

meant that the "purity" of spores had improved based upon wh bé
they saw under a microscope b7C

| 7D

[ Jthrew out the possibility that possibly two
different sources could account for the differences in the

purity. | |recalled,[::::::]or BRUCE IVINS, responded




CHS Reporting

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 10/08/2007

something to the effect that those kind of conspiracies are
really hard to *keep secret.

(WFO NOTE: enclosed in the FD-340 associated with the
[::::] part of this file are CHS's electronic notes pertaining to




CHS Reporting

279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending), 10/08/2007

CHS's observations and recollections of the events that CHS had
additionally provided to writer as instructed.)

*
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DATE 12-10-zZ008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RSFL3C

Date of transcription  _09/26/2007 b7C

A

[met with
BRUCE ED S IVINS_of the U.S. Army Military Research Institute

of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID),

| | The
following conversation took place:

asked IVINS why he had a black eye. IVINS
stated that he ran .into something, then he joked that it was his
wife's fist. IVINS denied alcohol being involved in the
incident and added that he thought he got it while he was
sleeping. He explained that his side table is close to his bed
and he may have rolled over and hit it.

then asked IVINS why he was at work around
midnight, the previous night, sending |emails.[:;::]asked him
if he thought that puts up a big red flag [to investigators].
IVINS said that when he started working extra long and hard it

wasn't viewed as evil or suspicious. At times, he would go to
work to get away from his |

(k=

Additionally, IVINS stated that he walked to work last
night and then home around 1 AM. He explained that he took an
* Ambien and then walked home and by that time he was zonked and
didn't wake-up until the morning.

\TVINS informed[:::::::]that he had suggested the idea
| | setting-up a trailer off-post, at a place not
close to a mectropolitan area, and utilizing a fermenter to grow
Ames spores. According to IVINS, he came up with this idea
because Dugway [Proving Grounds] can't meet their demands.

IVINS informedl that people were telling[i:g::]
| |to be more discrete and less taunting to the FBI. F&r

examp$g4 |is sending pictures, via email, of powdered sugar

Investigation on 09/25/2007 a Fredereck, MD

Fle# 279A-WF—=222936-BEI — [AJ Date dictated N /A

SA
by PI

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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2T79A~WF-222936-BEI

Continuation of FD-302 of BRUCE EDWARDS IVINS ,on 09/25/2007 ,Page

2

donuts. later explained that the powdered sugar is
supposed To represent anthrax spores.][::::€:::]told IVINS that

believed that to be in extremely ] taste and poor
judgement; and it is also apparent to that |
directing it at IVINS. |

| | IVINS replied that
| [thought it was very funny. Although, | |gid
get aiFeq |for sending the New Jersey letter.

According to IVINS, had also taken Tupperware to
a boyscoutting trip so tha cou be photographed wading in a
pond and picking it up out of the water. Associated with the
tupperware are the words: "genuine FBI trap." Additionally,
IVINS claimed that used these photos in an institute wide

presentation, which itled: "Use of the underground
biological facility in the West Virginia Mountains".

IVINS stated that he didn't want to become the "Richar
Jewell" of USAMRIID simply because he would provide an excuse
for everybody. He doesn't look at himself as a killer or a
terrorist. He admits he is sloppy and his big fear is that
something will have to be done, so it will be said that IVINS
was negligent. IVINS believed that being negligent with Federal
property would put him in jail for five to ten years. He then
gave an example of being negligent with Federal property: such
as leaving keys in a government car, and somebody stealing it
and robbing a bank.

IVINS toldl |that he thought it was unfair for
| | He said he could only
think of a handful of people who were mean enough to do it and
smart enougl to pull it offa He then named: | |
and | |with

' ~
IVINS then said that the thing that gets him is that i

d

£

a closeness or probability study was done, |

lived close to the woman in Connecticut that _died. Where as

! elative,| | lived in
which is not a huge metropolis.

' |informed IVINS that was having problems
with computer and asked him what kind of computer he had
recently purchased. IVINS replied that he had bought a Dell

with Windows XP, one or two years ago. Also, he ' was looking for
a recycling place to take the old computer off their hands.
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FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95)

b6
b7C

279A~WF-222936-BEI
Continuation of FD-302 of BRUCE EDWARDS IVINS ,on 09/25/2007  ,Page -3~

IVINS toldl that after the FBI interviews
someone, everybody [at USAMRIID] goes around and asks about what
tha FBI had to say. According to IVINS, the FBI asked

about his_handwriting on a prep versus his handwriting
soméwhere else. |replied this was because he was getting
everybody everything.

According to IVINS, the FBI hadl | take two
polvgraphs and thev asked him about

| | LVINS said
that the FBI told | | that they found spores in one of the
fermentors. IVINS believed this to be one of[ | old
fermentors.

IVINS is looking forward to his retirement, in the end
of the 2008 fiscal year. He doesn't want t litical
sacrifice. He is still working because of ineed for
medical care Cnrrently,] | IVINS has

suggested to that/ |
Currently, IVINS pays ]
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION b6
b7C

Date of transcription 10/17/2007

N

| was interviewed on September 6,
2007 at his nlace of busitess Jlocated at | |
is a | whose
office telephone number is | | Priorx investigatiorr_ha_s__7
ined that subject BRUCE ED D IVINS to be a patient of
| practice. At the"conclusiow ot that interviewl | was
asked to confirm that whether or not Monday group therapy i
had been held during a specific period of time in 2001.
stated that he was unsure if he had records or a calendar available

to provide this information. However, he agreed to review his
records and provide the requested information if available.

As of October 12, 2007,[:::::::]3had not responded to the\~f¥;2

request for this informa . An official written request for
information was faxed tol |at telephone number | |

[%;:::] Specifically| [was asked to confirm whether or not
e held group therapy sessions on Mondays from August 6, 2001
through October 29, 2001.

On October 13, 2007, a faxed response from |was
received at the Amerithrax Task Force Frederick Offsite office.
The faxed reply of[:::::::]did not adequately comply with the
request for information. A copy of the faxed request for
information and the faxed response of[::::::::]are attached.

Investigation on 10/13/2007 a Frederick, Maryland

File # 279A-WF-222936-BEI — |2 Date dictated  11/2

by Postal Inspector

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.




i

Feetekiolokicokiokiokk —IND, XMT JDL‘L— seksloiokeoioloiekeieiokkork DATE DCT—lZ@B‘? riokiok TIME 13727 skekekersekeior

DATE/TIME
JOURNAL No.
COMM. RESULT
PAGE(S)
DURATION
FILE No.
MODE
DESTINATION
RECEIVED ID

. RESOLUTION

0CT-12-26887 13:24

a7

OK

Be1-/681

0B:8@: 19

751

MEMORY TRANSMISSION

STD

sofeteisieiofoksiotokioeekeeiokieiieleriskekkiciooRkerikk —

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEEEIN I5 UNCLASIIFIED
DATE 1=2-10-z003 BY o0324 UC BAW/RI/L3C

= RRRK - FRekeletereksekok




ALL FB TFORMATION CONTAINED
‘ HERET THCLASSIFIED
DATE lz=-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RI/LEC

UNITED STATES POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE

WASHINGTON DIVISION

b6

October 12, 2007 b7C

Deaf

Pursuant to an official investigation this service is requesting the following information regarding
the occurrence of group therapy sessions at your office in 2001.

Specifically, please confirm that group therapy sessions were held on the following dates (please
provide the beginning and end times of each session):

August 6, 2001
August 13, 2001
August 20, 2001
August 27,2001
September 3, 2001
September 10, 2001
September 17,2001
September 24, 2001
October 1,2001
October 8, 2001
October 15, 2001
October 22, 2601
October 29, 2001

This information may be made available for pickup or mailed to Postal InspectmI:l U.S.
Postal Inspection Service, 10500 Little Patuxent Pkwy., Suite 200, Columbia, MD 21044-3509. The

reEuested information may also be faxed to telephone numberl_:IYou may contact me

at if you require further information. Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Postal Inspector

WASHINGTON DIVISION

10500 LITTLE PATUXENT PARKWAY
CoLumsia, MD 21044-3509
FAX]]




o Oct, 13 2007 T:4TAW \ , No. 3360 7. 2

‘ , ALL IH@TIDN CONTAINED bE
HEREIN, IS TNCLASSIFIED b7C

DATE 1z-10-2008 BY o0324d UC BAW/RI/LAC

3 PSYCHIATRY
3 CENTER
OF FREDERICK|

October 13, 2007

Dear|

I reviewed my records and [ was leading a group on Monday afternoons in the spring and
sumimer of 2001. As the records are over four years old I have not retained them, and the billing
program for that timme period is crashed. [ led the group weekly, and I generally take off 2-3 weeks in
late August. [ apologize for not having mote specific information.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 10/02/2007

Case ID #: 279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending)_./&4% b2
[ (Pending) b7D

Contact Date: 10/01/2007

Type of Contact: Telephonic

Location: b6
b7C

Writer: Special Agent
Witness(es): N/A

Source Reporting: CHS, who is in a position to testify,
telephonically provided the following information on the evening of

10/01/2007:
) ) bé
United State& Army Medical Research Ins%@tuteggﬁ bL7C
Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID), Fort Detrick, MarvMNand, emplovee b7D

opined IVINS's depressed mood stemmed fr discussions
with IVINS. It was unknown to CHS as to wha discussions

with IVINS pertained to. It was unknown t as to why[::::::;:]
continually sought to agitate IVINS and to get IVINS into worrie
and excitable state. ‘

As of Monda 10/01/2007, IVINS was in a much better
mood. IVINS relayed| iwas out of town and he had an
enjoyable weekend. IVINS slept in, made muffins, and also bought a
movie. IVINS simply talked on and on about his weekend.

BRUCE IVINS. was "down any out™ last week |__I
om

It was CHS's understanding that USAMRIID| | )
[ | spoke to thel | be
| | instruct the people in his division
to keep quiet pertaining to alleged Federal Bureau of Investigation
activity on Veteran's Day 2006 prior to the Bacteriology Division
Christmas partv held in 12/2006. CHS opined that was why "we were
shocked"” told IVINS about it at the 12/2006 Christmas

¥
party. \‘éb\v
L 24
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

b6
b7C
\ Date of transcription 10/25/2007
| | date of hirth
lsocial seeurity number] | residing at
]
home telephone number | | cellular telephone number
[ | was interviewdd at] |
| lprovided
[ | driver\s licensel [with residence at]

| | After being advised of the\ identity

of the postal \inspectors, the purpose interview and
completing a non-disclosure agreement, provided the
following information:

earned hisl | at the Unlver31t
Cincinnati. | | earned his| |in at] |i: f:f
1

University in

|where
| [ He went to work
at| [/ then on to the] |
| I
| |
l [and
is currently employed in| [ in] |

Whilel | carned hisl | in

| at the University of Cincinnati,| |knew and was
friendly with U another student earning his masters or
Ph. D at the universi described IVINS ag an athletic
and entertaining guy w1th a good sense of humor whoj |said
"never saw him (IVINS) get angry." .

| recounted a humorous event of which[::]had heard }
of secondhand, but later confirmed with IVINS. In the event, IVINS

was defending his thesis or dissertation to the evaluating

professors. Before any questions could be asked, IVINS removes a

gun or starter pistol from his bag or briefcase and lays it on the
table, and then asks the evaluators something to the effect of "got

any questions?" The incident was taken by all to be a joke, as

IVINS reputation throughout the department was that of a jokester.

%

Investigation on 10/25 /2 007 at

—"
File #_279A-WF-222936-BEI p A& — /S5 Date dictated  10/25/2007
yJS Postal Inspector
by_| [Us Postal Inspector
This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.D
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279A-WF-222936-BEI

Continuation of FD-302 of

,0n 10/25/2007  ,Page 2

| |stated that was born and raised in

IVINS family

earlier.

r———————1 [:::::::]never recalled IVINS speaking badly of anyone.
kpnew IVINS gociallv throudh department parties. | |

| He stated that[_] ha met or known _the
prior to graduate school. | stated that[::]last

interacted with IVINS at graduate s ut thought perhaps IVINS
had been at microbiology conference

| may have attended years

Our
social circles were totally different!" but thought IVINS
had been close friends with[:::::::::] who recalled had had

a foot race on the school's track with IVINS to see who was faster.

| |didn't recall IVINS being in a fraternity.

| |impress;on of IVINS was that he was "goofy" and liked to

kid around.
seriously.

|thought that a lot of people did not take IVINS
found IVINS to be "extraordinarily bright."

could not remember IVINS "being violent or expressing violence."
perceived IVINS "as being a very sensitive person."

1\

[ 1did not remember any incident, hazing or
otherwise, wherel was forced to strip naked and roll in the floor
ol

in a mixture

of ve 0il and human waste. He did not remember

hearing of anyone else having to partake in such an activity.

additionally recalled that pledges were sent to

Over the Rhine, a very poor and dangerous neighborhood in
Cincinnati to collect donations for City of Hope.

remembered while at college, an incident where

some girls claimed that they were taken advantage of. Officials

thought that

| were involved because the

girls described a fraternity pin gimilar] | The charges
were unsubstiated and went away. |learned of the incident
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through| | and did not know if the girls were
associated to a sorority.

thought that a Ga may have been the

sorority house but "wouldn't swear to
it. also stated that the Kappa Kappa Gamma sorority had very

attractive members.

could remember taking a trip to New Jersey to
attend meetings in Atlantic City.[_ ]|may have gone with people
from school but couldn't remember with who or what degree iwas
pursuing at the time.

| |did not know or remember any of the following
individuals:| |

The terms Greendale and Jimmy Flathead had no meaning to
| could not remember any stories of a Greek
organization’s ritual book being stolen while at the University of

Cincinnati. |

Reviewing IVIN's high school photo,[::::::] confirmed it
was the IVINS[  |knew, but did not recall IVINS wearing glasses nor

having his hair combed- which[:::::::]described as always being
messed up.

(The interview notes and non-disclosure agreements are
included in the accompanying 1A)
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Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
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Reporting Date: 10/26/2007 HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 12-29-2008% BY 60324 uc baw/rs
Case ID: 279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending)-/Aly b2
|(Pending) b7D
Contact Date: 10/18/2007
Type of Contact: Telephonic
Location: | bé
b7
Written by: Special Agent
Other(s) Present: N/A
Source Reporting:
Individual, who is not in a position to testify,
telephonically provided the following information:
United States Army Medical Research Institute of

Infectious Diseases (USAMRITD) . Fort Detrick, Maryland,

| lindicated| ]had xecently
spoken to fellow Bacteriology‘Division employee, B NS.
IVINS purportedly confided to that when IVINS higd

appeared before the Grand Jury in Washington, D.C., he (IVINS)
had "laid it all out"™ to the Grand J&ry pertaining to why he

b7D

~1 Oy

oo
-3
Q

(IVINS) thought former USAMRIID emplowgee | Ihad
perpetrated the anthrax-laced letter mailings of 2001.

©

*
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On August 30, 2007 SA| |effected a

CARFAX Vehicle History Report on a
H | vin: | | previcusly reagistered to
in

attempt to ascertain the current location of gaid wvehicle.

According to the attached three page CARFAX repor
this vehicle was last registered on] } in
at the Motor Vehicle Department, Frederick, Maryland, and as

of 01/22/2007, this vehicle was|




9 ALL INE TION CONTAINED
HEREIN JCLASSIFIED
DATE 12-10-2008 BY o03z24 UC BAW/RE/LIC

Automated Serial Permanent Charge-Out
FD-5a (1-5-94)

Date: 02/05/08 Time: 07:29
Case ID: 279A-WF-222936-BEI Serial: 128

o T
1 O

@]

Description of Document:

Type : FD302

Date : 11/01/07

To : WASHINGTON FIELD

From : WASHINGTON FIELD

Topic:l |INTERVIEW OF 11/1/2007

Reason for Permanent Charge-Out:

serial transferred to subfile cp at request of sa [:::::::]

Transferred to:

‘Case ID: 279A-WF-222936-CP Serial: 2

Employee:
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DATE 12-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RI/LAC

On November 6, 2007, SA] | and sa[___ |
[ | reviewed item #60 box #7, labeled as Trilobite High
School Yearbooks. The box contained five yearbooks from the
following years: 1957, 1961, 1962, 1963, and 1964. The review
of evidence began at approximately 10:30am and ended at
approximately 1:20pm.

"The Trilobite" is the name of the yearbook for Lebanon
i 0ol in Lebanon, Ohio. The 1964 yearbook, reviewed by SA
is burgundy and white with Bruce Ivins' signature on
e

second page. There were a total of 123 pages in the book.

The 1961 yearbook, reviewed by SA[::::::] is yellow
with brown lettering. Ivins' freshman year picture is on page
46 and there are a total of 119 pages in the book.

The 1962 yearbook, reviewed by SA is burgundy
with white lettering. There are two-white diamonds with 1962
written in outline letters on the diamonds. There are a total
of 118 pages in the yearbook.

The 1957 yearbook, reviewed by SAL[::::::]is yellow
i burgundy picture of a building on the cover. This is the
[fiff:f]yearbook for| | However, it has the initials
B.I. on the inside front and rear covers. The yearbook does not

have page numbers. There i1s a fingerprint on the page with

[ | picture at the top and | |
picture at the bottom. In the organizations section, there are
arrows drawn in pencil to several pictures. The organizations
with arrows above the picture are: Student Council, Fut
Teachers of America, Bi-Le-Hi and Pep Club. Pictures of

can be found under Be-Li-Hi, Class Play, Honor Society,
., and SEO.

The 1963 yearbook, reviewed by SAs[::::::] and
is a blue book with green writing. Bruce Ivins' name is Jocated
on page one and there are a total of 119 pages.

Investigation on 11/6/2007 a Falls Church, Virginia

Fie # 27 9A-WF-222936-BEI - /A9 Date dictated  11/6/2007

SA ——

by SA
I

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Confidential Human Source (CHS) Reporting Document

Reporting Date: 10/19/2007

Case ID #: /379A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending)~ 20

| |(Pending) i?D
Contact Date: 10/19/2007
Type of Contact: In Person E?c
Location: | |
Writer: SA|
Witness(es): SA|
Source Reporting: On 10/19/2007, sas| | ana

| met with CHS in person, who provided the

following information:

Greetings, ’

I hadn't been to [sic] active for a while
on the Kappa [Wikipedial] page, but I was
catching up a bit last week with some
edits. Since the major overhaul to thé
Notable Kappas, I noticed |
has been removed again. I think it's a
shame that the notable list is biased
towards celebrities, but it's a valid point
that all things on the page should be
sourced. Do you by chance know of any
journals or newspaper articles that might
referenced | involvement with
Kappa? Were you able to get in touch with

oo
~1 Oy
@]




IVINS replied with the following email on 10/09/2007:

Hi! I saw your additions and comments to
the KKG page. I wag disappointed when IG
removed| |seems to be a
Czarina of GLO pages! I also appreciate
your straightening things out with respect
to "no public motto." Sometimes things
blur, as in an organization's colors, or
jewel, or flower, versus its motto, ideals,

etc. I thought that Kappa was the only
source to settle this issue.

I would probably have to go back to t
early and mid-1970s to see mention ofo:::::]
[::::fi::]and Kappa, either as pledge,
active member, or chapter adviser. I would
think that [KKG] Headquarters in Columbus
would have the information, but I don't

know if that would be considered a "public
source."

I'm really not "anti-Kappa," as it probably
seemed earlier. KKG has set very high goals
for itself and its members, and what looks
bad for Kappa may not cause an eye blink
from another GLO. When I was in
undergraduate and graduate school, I think
the thing that most impressed me with
members of KKG was their intelligence. They
were invariably fine-looking, had great
personalities, were vary [sic] active
leaders in the campus community, and were
extraordinarily intelligent. Since I admire
people who can think, I held Kappas in very
high regard, with a bit of envy as well!




-1 o

[oReNNeN
-

el @]

I did write | ana| [dian't
object to the inclusion. | |is a
brilliant, kind] lwho Has devoted

[ ltol land to[ ]

| | If [KKG's]
Columbus Headquarters can provid%jffj
proper information, then perhaps

| |can be re-included.

I want to apologize again for trying to
contact you through your work email. If
you're from the Pittsburgh area originally,
you may be quite a follower of the Pirates,
Steelers and Penguins. Golfer Arnold Palmer
was raised not far from Pittsburgh, I
believe.

Enjoy the fall! I hope that| |
can be readded [sic] to the Notable Kappas

list. T also know another Kappa,| |
[ | an alumna of William and

Mary, who is a noted virologist.

JF (bruce ivins)

»

b7D
The original printouts of with IVINS
are contained in a 1A envelope.

*
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Date of transcription  _11/09/2007

b6
On November 2, 2007, pursuant to a Search Warrant b7C

issued by U.S. Magistrate Judge Deborahy A. Robinson, Digtrict of
Columbia, a search was conducted of safée deposit box located
at C _Bank (formerly Farme ics Bank, Branch #11),

1305 West 7th Street, Frederick Marxlaﬂ%. The above listed

safe deposit box is rented by BRUCE E. T INSL=T_____________J
[ | of The following

FBI Special Agents participatediin ﬁ?e search:

SA
SA

[::::::] At approximately 9:00 a.m., Special Agents[:::::::]and

arrived at PNC Bank and éntered the business. Shortly
after arriving, SAs and’ made contact with
[ Financial Sales.consultant, and advised her

of the existence of a search warrant “for safe deposit box [ |

SA| |presented with a copy of the search warrant.
informed SAs] and| |that the bank's assistant

branch manager, | [ was en route to the bank in

order to assist with the execution of the warrant.

At approximately 9:37 a.m., S | |and |met

with| | Assistant Branch ﬁ&nager for PNC Ban SA

| Jadvised of the existence a search warrant for
safe deposit box After reviewing a copy of a search

warrant, and contacting PNC Bank's Loss Prevention Office,
[::::::]accessed the bank vault containing safe deposit boxes.

At affroximately 10:00 a.m., SAsl |and| |

accompanied by l entered the vault. Prior to executing
the search warrant, SA took photographs of the wvault and
safe deposit box. With the assistance of| | sA |
opened the safe deposit box. The box was moved to a counter
located outside of the vault in order to inventory the contents
of the safe deposit box.

Investigation on 11/02/2007 a Frederick, Maryland

Fie # 279A-WF-222936-BEI~/43/ . Date dictated  N/A b6
' SA b7C
by SA

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency,;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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The safe deposit box contained five items. They are

listed as follows:

1) One (1) white legal envelope which read "#2,
Savings Bonds, 3/96-7/99," containin

2) One (1) white Iegal envelope which read "#3,

Savings Bo
containing

n

3) One (1) white legal envelope which read "#4,
Savings Bonds Dec 2002," containing | |

4) One (1) white legal envelope which read "Contract

Bricken," containing a copy of a contract for legal

representation

5)

All of the items were documented and photographed.

photographs and documentation pertaining to the search were
enclosed in an FD-340 in the 1A section of the case file. None
of the above listed items were seized during the search.

The search concluded at approximately 10:27 a.m. on
November 2, 2007. At the conclusion of the search, a copy of
the search warrant was placed inside the safe deposit box.
Afterward, the safe deposit box was returned to the bank vault.
Prior to closing the safe deposit box, SA| |took exit

photographs of the bank vault and safe depos]

safe deposit box was locked, SAs

and

-

After the
exited the

vault. The safe deposit box was subsequently released to

SA released the key to safe deposit box
PNC Bank, 1305 West 7th Street, Frederick, Maryland, to
Supervisory Postal Inspector (SPI)

on November 9, 2007.

All

L]

|at 9:01 a.m.

be
b7C
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On November 1, 2007,

issued by U.S. Magistrate Judge Deborah A
Columbia, a search was conducted of a
i i identific

Special Agent |

Date of transcription

11/06/2007

be

b7C

a Search Warrant
Robinson, District of

pursuant to

transport of the vehicle to be

searched.

At approximately 7:54 p.m., sa | |met with sa

| at the residence located at|

¥Frederick, Maryland. SA

belonging to the above listed vehicle.

Civic bearing Maryland license
street

in front_of the regidence

L0

| provided SA| [with one key ]
The vehicle, a Honda

plates was parked on the

SA | verified the VIN #

of the vehicle

and noted any existing

damage.
sheet.
search

of the case file. SA

Any existing damage was noted on a vehicle damage
The vehicle damage sheet, along with a copy of the
warrant, has been enclosed in an FD-340 in the 1A section

l1so documented the vehicle's

odometer reading as 238,920 miles.

At 7:55 p.m.,

SA |transported the above listed

vehicle from]|

intersection
Maryland.

| to the search site located at the

i Avenue at Chandler Street, Fort Detrick,
SN arrived at the search site at 7:58 p.m.

A search of the vehicle was conducted at the above

listed location.
a.m. on November 2, 2007.

At 1:06 a.m., SA

The search concluded at approximately 1:06

transported the vehicle from

the search site to[:he_xESJﬁence of the registered owner, BRUCE

EDWARDS IVINS. SA

rrived at the residence, which is

located at

| at 1:12 a.m.

S documented the odometer reading of the vehicle as

238,922 miles.
the residence and locked.

The vehicle was parked on the street in front of
SN

released the vehicle key

to Supervisory Postal Inspector (SPI)

a.m. on November 2, 2007.

|at 6:25

Investigation on

11/01/2007  at

Frederick, Maryland

b6

Fle # 279A-WF-222936-BEI ~ %9

Date dictated N /A

b7C

by SA

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI.
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

it is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
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On November 1, 2007, pursuant to a Search Warrant
issued by U.S. Magistrate Judge Deborah A. Robinson, District of
Columbia, a search was conducted of a 2002 Jblue Saturn SL1 four

registered to BRUCE EDWARDS IVINS. The

following FBI Special Agents participated in the transport of
the vehicle to be sgearched:

SA
SA

At approximately 8:10 p.m., SA met with SA

| at the search site located at the

intersection of Ditto Avenue at Chandler Street, Fort Detrick,
Maryland. SA[___ ] provided SA with one transparent
page protector containing one (1) Saturn vehicle key, one (1)
Dodge vehicle key and one (1) Honda vehicle key. The page
protector also contained one (1) key to a steering column lock
device. SA[:::;:;;::]advised SA that the above listed
vehicle was parked in a lot located at 1425 Porter Street, Ft.

Detrick, Maryland.

At 8:35 p.m., SA[::::::] located the wvehicle, a blue
Saturn four door sedan bearing Maryland license platest::::::]
in the lot at 1425 Porter Street. SAg::::;;]verified the VIN #
of the vehicle | | and noted any existing
damage. Any existing damage was noted on a vehicle damage
sheet. The vehicle damage sheet, along with a copy of the
search warrant, has been enclosed in an FD-340 in the 1A section
of the case file. SA also documented the vehicle's
odometer reading as 87,192 miles.

At 8:42 p.m., SA[::::::] transported the above listed
vehicle from the lot at 1425 Porter Street to the search site
located at the intersection of Ditto Avenue at Chandler Street,
Fort Detrick, Maryland. SA.[::::::] arrived at the search site
at 8:44 p.m.

A search of the vehicle was conducted at the above
listed location. The search concluded at approximately 1:06
a.m. on November 2, 2007.

Investigation on 11/01/2007 a Frederick, Maryland

Fle # 279A-WF-222936-BEI ~ ]2 Date dictated N /A
SA| —

by

SA

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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At 1:06 a.m., SA[::::::]'transported the vehicle from
the search site to the parking lot at 1425 Porter Street, Fort
Detrick, Maryland. SA[?:::::fparked the vehicle in a space and
locked the vehicle. .

At 3:17 a.m. on November 2, 2007, SAl;l
transported the above listed vehicle from the parking lot at
1425 Porter Street to the Amerithrax offsite located in

Frederick, Maryland. SA|:| arrived at the offsite at 3:30
a.m.

At 6:11 a.m., SA[::::::] transported the vehicle from
ithrax offsite to the Hilton Garden Inn Frederick. SA
arrived at the Hilton Garden Inn, which is located at

7226 Corporate Court, Frederick, Maryland, at 6:18 a.m. SA

| do the odometer reading of the vehicle as 87,202
miles. SA parked the vehicle in the lot at the Hilton

Garden Inn and locked all vehicle doors. SA| released
all vehicle keys to Supervisory Postal Inspector (SPIH |

|at 6:25 a.m. on November 2, 2007.
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On November 1, 2007, pursuant to a Search Warrant

issued by U.S. Magistrate Judge Deborah A. Robinson, District of
Columbia, a search was conducted of a 1996 e
bearing vehicle iMentificatrion number (VIN)

registered tole——eo— ] The following FBI Special
Agents participate& in the transport of the vehicle to be
searched:

SA

SA

At approximately 6:30 p.m., SA.[::::::jlnet with SA
[ | at the West 7th Street Shopping Center,
Frederick, Maryland. SA provided SA[[____ |with one key
belonging to the above listed VTEifif::]The vehicle, a red van
bearing Maryland license plates was parked in the lot
in front verified the VIN # of the
vehicle and noted any existing damage. Any
existing damage was noted on a vehicle damage sheet. The
vehicle da@age sheet, along with a copy of the search warrant,
has been entlosed in an FD-340 in the 1A section of the case

file. SA[____ lalso documented the vehicle's odometer reading
as 117,194 miles.

At 7:24 p.m., SA[:::::::]transported the above listed
vehicle from the West 7th Street Shopping Center to the search

site located at the intersection of Ditto Avenue at Chandler
Street, Fort Detrick, Maryland. SA[:::::::]arrlved at the
search site at 7:33 p.m.

A search of the vehicle was conducted at the above
- listed location. The search concluded at approximately 1:06
a.m. on November 2, 2007.

At 1:06 a.m., SA transported the wvehicle from .
the search site to the residence of the registered owner,[:::::]
| |  sa ] arrived at the residence., which IS
located at] lat 1:12 a.m.
SA documented the odometer reading of the vehicle as

117,756 miles. The vehicle was parked on the street in front of
the residence and locked. SA[::ﬁ::::]released the vehicle key

Investigation on 11/01/2007 a Frederick, Maryland

Fle# 279A-WE-22203a_RET — V)wl/ Date dictated N /A b6
SAl b7C

by SA

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FB! and is loaned to your agency,;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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to Supervisory Postal Inspector (SPI) at 6:25
a.m. on November 2, 2007.
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ALL DEMATION CONTAINED
‘ HEE. 3 THCLASSIFIED
DATE 12-10-2008 BY 60324 TC BAW/RI/LAC

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Precedence: ROUTINE Date: 11/13/2007 e
To: Washington Field Attn: _ECC/NVRA
From: Washington Field
Squad AMX-2
Contact: SA| |
Approved By: |
Drafted By:
Case ID #: 279A-WF-222936-EVIDENCE (Pending)~ 23 &
279A-WF-222936-BEI (Pending)v -/3 9
321A-WF-A226437-G1 (Pending)- ==,
Title: AMERITHRAX '
MAJOR CASE 184
Synopsis: To document disposition of 1B4355 Barcode
E02182555.
Reference: 279A-WF-222936-BEI Serial 131 bé
h7C
Details: On 11/09/2007, at 11:45AM, PI| |and .
SA returned 1B4355 Barcode E02182555, a Red

Envelope Labeled Safe Deposit Box Key, to |
Personal Assistant to| | acting council for BRUCE
EDWARDS IVINS, one Church Street, Suite 500, Rockville,

Maryland.

Evidence was originally seized at 2:25AM on

11/02/2007, by Ssa| | pursuant to a search
watrrant for United States Army Medical Institute of Infectious
Diseases Building 1425, Office 19, at 1425 Po

set. The
original FD-597 Release of Property signed by | is
maintained in the FD-340 section of the file, Serial 1A 7507.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 11 /13/2007

On November 6. 2007, Special Agents (F‘.A\l |

| | and | of the FBI
Washington Field Office reviewed "box 1" of the &yvidence
collected on 11/02/2007 fraom the residence of BRUCE EDWARDS
IVINS,| "B:EX "

contained the following items:

ITtem 4
Hand-drawn npap to 16508 Ruby Cirkle in Hagerstown,
Maryland, "barrels and brass;" and a Marylakd State Police

Department application\to purchase a weapon, Model 21 Baretta
22LR. ) T

.

Item 5

Packaging for "Spector Pro" internet monitoring
software. The product's packaging states it can "automatically
record and monitor every email, chat, website, keystroke,
search, and myspace activity your kids or employees do on the PC
or internet.” ‘

Item 6

Two index cards (3" by 5"). The first card had the
text: "PW - Snivilll," "what is the your city of birth - Chico,"
and "what is your pet's name? - Graucho." The second card had
the writing: "hotkey - CTRL + ALT + Shift + S"™ and "PW =
12341Q@#s."

Item 7

Checkbook register.

Item 8

Glock 27 gun barrel, serial number 133644, .40 caliber.

Item 9

An index card (3" by 5") with password information for
SP6.

Item 10 A
Retailed handwritten directions to/from | |

[ a mapquest printout for‘the same
address withs the dates or 02/07/2006 and 02/08/2006; additional

Investigation on 11/06/2007 a Falls Church, VA

Fle# 279A-WEF=222936-RET = [4# Dt dictated N /A e
SA b7C
by SA

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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maps for the same address but with zoomed in portions of map or
Google satellite imagery.

Item 11
A passport application for a nine day trip to Russia,
anticipated travel date of 07/13/2001; IVINS' social security

card; a newspaper article titled: "Cinci ti Graffiti," dated
September 1978 in reference to painting a mural;
and an article from the Frederic ews wost dated March 1, 1982,

titled: "Area Man Offers Juggling Course," a photo of IVINS is
with the article.

Item 12

Countersurveillance package/equipment; shipping records
indicate the item was mailed on 12/19/2006 from GREAT SOUTHERN
TECH. INC., P.O. Box 923, %icklerville, NJ 08081. P§ckage
included a set of headphones, a phone jack with three outputs, a
device for detecting transmittance, and one CD labeled "white
noise generator." Pamphlets indicated that the equipment could
"detect eavesdropping transmitters including: body wires, room
bugs, telephone eavesdropping transmitters including series and

parallel telephone transmitters, concealed transmitting video
cameras and the infinity bug."

ITtem 13 &

Blank greeting cards from ST. JOHN'§ RESPECT LIFE
COMMITTEE. from the time frame of 1994 and 1995\ One of the
‘tards has artwork froml |that includes text with
handwritten capitol letteringy

Item 18
Plastic gloves and a stir bar.

Item 19

Film negatives (appears to be of a person by a bolder
with a plaque on it).

Item 20

An index card (3" by 5") with a list and email
addresses; a scrap Of paper with 2 addresses; a post—it note
with the name| | and " a

thank you card Irom| | with a photo of\i baby included;
and 10 business cards.
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Ttem 21

A bag with fake hair pieces such as sideburns, and a
mustache; glue, puddy wax, bruise kit, fake blood, makeup,
powder and a brush.

Item 22

Spiral Notebook with handwritten information about
guns, firing ranges, and classes. The information contains
dates around the 2005 time period.

Item 23
A scrap of paper with a partially illegible license
plate number for a blue sedan; a folder with handwritten notes

that appear to reference church music; an index cdrd (3" by 5")
with "P175 65R 14;" a funeral program for SARA MAE\ HAMMO
| | a partially addressed envelope to \LVINS from

| |, dated 11/24/2005; a scrap of paper with a phone
number and a glasses prescription; a mapquest printout for the
address | | Arlington, VA.

@]

oo
~J 5

Item 24
Financial papers: Janus quarterly statement f
07 through March 07, t quarter end was |

[ffffffj with account number ﬂ i08/26/2007 purchase
receipt for a six month supply of a hair-loss
treatment; handwritten note with Visa account numbers; a receipt
for Spectra Pro for $104.99; a receipt for Margaret R. Pardee,
Memorial Hospital, dated 09/11/2006 for a "wellnesds quest
visit; " a ver from Lab Safety and\SuDDlv (LSS) dated
12/16/2005, the flyer insinuates a pravious purchase from the
company was made; and a vehicle inspection receipt for a 1995

Honda Civic, temporary license number: TEMP00047, dated
07/14/2004.

Item 25

NEWSWEEK Magazine dated 08/05/2006, coven is about the
Olympic bombings and there is an article about TOM RROKAW
inside; sheet music and copyrights and eventual relekse or the
rights for the music by IVINS; Space shuttle Challenger article
dated 01/28/1988; donation receipt letter for a Challenger fund;
dedication program for CHRISTA MCALIFFE school in Germantown
Maryland (IVINS was listed as perfogrming the prelude); multiple
thank you letters for donations to the CHRISTA MCALIFFE fund;
address 504 E. W. Patrick; a Religion Teachers' journal from
1987 addressed to Whiteplains New York; DR.
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papers_and information; letter to the editor dated
05720/7/198% from of Gaithersburg, Maryland, with
reference to MCAULIFFE; Yyiece of paper with Bacillus subtilis
information with reference to a scientific study; and papers
from the Nashville Songwriters Association International dated

07/19/1986.

Item 26

Envelope labeled "Family Tree" with newspaper clippings
regarding IVINS, | | and] | family members; clipping

regarding the robbery of MR. AND MRS. WfLBUR C. IVINS; editorial
regarding Lebanon, Ohio.

Folder labeled "Correspondence-1979" with letters from
various facilities/schools acknowledging receipt of job
inquiries, including one from the University of Tennessee-
Knoxville; and letters regarding research/publication.

Folder labeled "Correspondence-1978" with
correspondence regarding research/publications; letters
acknowledging receipt of and/or rejecting job applications
and/or research proposals; and letters regarding a job at
Uniformed Services.

Folder labeled "Correspondence-1976" with a letter
informing of the suicide of JOHN LIMHOFF, University of
Cincinnati Medical Center dated August 10, 1976; and letters
regarding research and grant/job applications.

Folder labeled "Correspondence From-1980" with a letter
regarding a visit to USAMRIID, scheduled for a visit/job"
offer/job posting at the University of Tennessee; letter from
the University of Maryland (UMD) regarding a visit to UMD in
1980; and letters regarding research, publications, and job
applications.

One loose, letter from Texas College fo Osteopathic
Medicine regarding the submission of a CV.

Folder labeled "Letters to Others-1980" with letters
regarding job applications/research.

Folder labeled "Letters to Others-'79" with letters
regarding job applications/research; and a handwritten list of
contacts at various schools/facilities.




FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95)

279A-WF-222936-BEI

Continuation of FD-302 of N/A ,00 11/06/2007 ,Page

5

Item 27

Book, The Plague by Albert Camns. The book has
multiple instances where the text was underlined.

Item 28

IVINS' CV, his teaching and research interests, and his
transcripts from the University of Cincinnati from the time
period of about June 1964 through June 1976.

Item 31

Photocopies of U.S. Army Military Institute of
Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID) notebooks numbered: 3920, 3302,
4306, 3919, 4281, 4306, 4383, 1670, 1599,

Item 32

Faxed pages dated 06/11/2004 of| _k
laboratory notebook from [___| information of | [ mistaken
mailing of live Bacil nthracis; CV; a memo from a

law firm representing requesting to evaluaieladdlesF
issues with the CDC's investigation of | lregarding

mistaken mailing; certificates and CV's of | |
[ | and |

| | business card of| |xccred1tatlon Manager;
and scientific journal photocopies dealing with formaldehyde and

heat.

be
b7C
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-1-
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of franscription 11/06/2007

On 11/02/2007 Special Agent (SB)] | along
with SA | | FBI Laboratory Division, Hazardous

Materials Response Unit, Haza;dgus_MaLgx;alﬁ_foiﬁer (HMO)
l } and HMO transported

evidentiary items and environmental samples collected during the
search of three vehicles, a residence, an office, two lockers,
and laboratory spaces within the U.S. Army Medical Research °

Institute of Infectious Diseaiff:ffff%EfID). The items were

transferred to the custody of of the National

Bioforensic Analysis Center (NBFAC), 1425 Porter Street, ,
Frederick, Maryland for analyses. /X{)

i the NBFAC was not ready to secure weapons, SAs
E::::::]and retained Residential Search, Item number 62, a
beige lockbox containing Stunmaster 300S, Airtaser, Stunmaster
100S, 2 Peppersprays, and Batteries. SAs[:::::]and| also
retained Residential Search, Item number 47, a black briefcase.
containing three firearms, further described as 1) Glock, Model
34, S/N KKP854, 2) Beretta, S/N DAA274445, and 3) Glock, Model
27, S/N ERF247. The firearms were transported by SAS[:::::] and
to Baltimore Division, Principal Firearms Instructor ,

who cleared the w 0 be safe and empty,
and secured them with zip ties. SAng;:f:jturned over custody
of Residential Search items, numbere and 62 to Inspector in
Charge| | who secured the items.

On_11/05/2007, SA[:::::]retrieved the evidentiary
items from transported, and secured the items at the
Washington Fie ffice, Northern Virginia Resident Agency..

The FD-597s documenting the transfers described above, .
have been submitted to the 1A section of the file.

Investigation on 11/02/2007 « Fort Detrick, Maryland

Fle# 279A-WF-222936-BEI =~ /4#S ‘ Date dictated  11/06/2007 bie
by _SAl |

This ]ocumenf contains nenner recommendatons nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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-1-
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 11 /05/2007

Federal Search Warrant, Case Number 07-529-M-01, issued
in the United States Distrigt Court for the District of Columbia,
was executed for the United\States Army Medical Research Institute

of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID), Building 1425) office 19,
specifically the work space belonging to_BRUCE EDWARDS IVINS,
starting at approximately 8:50 p.m. on November 1\ 2007. Special

Agents | |
[ | (HMRT) , | [(HMRT) , and | | (CART),
conducted the search. Also present was FBI Document Examiner| |
who was providing on site document analysis.

SA[:::::::] and Postal Inspector | arrived at
USAMRIID at approximately 7:15 p.m. where they met] |

at the rear entrance of Building
provided instruction to the security staff to provide agents with
unlimited access to the facility in order to carry out the searches
being conducted at the facility.

SAs and conducted an initial survey and
began entrance photos at approximately 8:50 p.m. at which time SA
[:;;::;;]opened the unlocked door to office Office [ Jis a
shared office and only areas of the office known to be occupied by
IVINS were searched. ’

' SA[::::::] located 13 savings bonds iT_a_ngkgd_ﬁiliTg
cabinet, for which IVINS provided the key to SA

The savings bonds were photographed_and replaced in the filin
cabinet which was then locked. SAsg and |
witnessed the location, photographing, and replacement of the

savings bonds into the drawer and locking the filing cabinet. SA
[:::::f:] returned the key to SA[:::::::f

SA[:::::::]located three Falcon type screw-top tubes
containing unknown substances. One tube contained a white

unidentified loose powder, another tube contained several microfuge
tubes with unknown contents, and the last contained vyellowish
clumps of unknown origin.

After the search of IVINS' areas within office 19 was
completed, HMRT conducted environmental sampling and collected the
Falcon type tube containing suspicious unknown sbstances.

Investigation on 11/01/2007 a Frederick, Maryland

Fle # 279A-WF-222936-BET —[7(¢ Date dictated
by SA

b¢
This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. [t is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; b7C

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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At approximately 3:45 a.m. exit photographs and a £final
survey were conducted. A copy of the warrant and FD-597 for

property collected during the search was photographed in place and
left at on IVINS' desk.

The following items of evidence were seized:

1) One blue binder labeled slides BEI;

2) Two business caxds;

3) One piece of paper with usernames and passwords;

4) Red envelope labeled safe deposit box key;

5) One 8mm video cassette labeled "House Contents";

6) Photocopies of ID cards and credit cards;

7) One printout from abcnews.com;

8) Five manila folders with documents;

9) Thirteen optical disks;

10) Twelve "ZIP" disks;

11) One Western Digital HDD 120GB - Image of Dell Office
Computer;

12) One Western Digital HDD 120GB - Image of various
loose media including floppy disks, thumb drive, "ZIP"
disks;

13) One 100 MD "ZIP" disk labeled 'Backup #7 - Feb07"

All associated paperwork and a CD containing the
photographs will be placed in the 1A section of the file under
serial 7513.
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On November 14, 2007, Special Agent pIC
reviewed documents from evidence item 1B4377 described as "Item
3: One (1) small cardboard box labeled attorney client
privilege'." The box contained documents pertaining to research
conducted at the U.S. Army Medical Research Institute of
Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID) and folders containing
correspondents to and/or from various individuals/groups for the
years 1994, 2003, and 2004. Among thé&;orrespondence were two
letters written to Senators Barbara Milkulski and Paul éé@banes
in June of 1994 regarding legislation céncerning workplace\
discrimination based on sexual orientation. Copies of these

A

letters are attached hereto. Among the documents pertaining to
USAMRIID research wag: Information on USAMRIID study number

B00-03 study rabbit study); Information on
USAMRIID study D99-02\ | | monkey exposure) ;
Information on USAMRIID study nymber BOl-11 (Bruckg Ivins'

formaldehyde study); a 2003 rPA research proposal;\Michigan
Department of Public Health AVA vaccine lot testing information;
Bacillus anthracis RMR-1030 inventory sheet; Bacillus anthracis
RMR-1029 inventory sheet and production information (Dugway
shipments 1 to 7); information on USAMRIID study protocols 113,
D94-09, B98-03, 133, 116, 114, PAl, PA2, PA7, 135, 025, 137, 136,
D94-04, and B97-03.

Selected documents were copied, which will be attached hereto and
are described as follows.

A copy of the RMR-1029 log with notes as to what the removed

.samples were used for and to whom they were given. This version

of the log lists the location as being in B3 cold room and the
last entry date is 11/18/2003.

A copy of the RMR-1029 log, listing the location as being room
115, building 1412, and the last entry is dated 4/3/2000.

Copies of 'spore preparation forms' dated 9/14/1999 and
10/15/1999, indicating RMR-1029 was used for study D99-02.

A copy of a 'spore preparation form' dated 10/16/1997, indicating
RMR-1029 was used for study GLP-104-3-LP.

Copies of 'spore preparation forms' dated 04/05/2000, 04/07/2000,
04/10/2000, 07/17/2000, 07/18/2000, 04/10/2001, 04/12/2001, and
07/10/2001, indicating RMR-1029 was used for study B00-03.




ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HE 5 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 12-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RS/LSC
SPORE PREPARATION FORM

STUDY #: B00-03 {part 1: 1-dose efficacy test with 2 PA preparations)

A

DATE: 5 April 00 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins

SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain (RMR 1029)

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 10*/ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL

DILUTION FACTOR; of spores per | bf aerosol suspension bz

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning of 5 April 00

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE 3 PLATE 4 PLATE 5
2] ¥ 3 3R 35

AVERAGE = 1f

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL:

OTHER REMARKS:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS DATE: U [24 [0 b7C

DATA VERIFIED BY: /% N patE: 542 /@"0
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. ALL FRI INFORMATION CONTAINED
y HER § UNCLASSIFIED
DATEPZ-10-2008 EY 60324 UC BAW/RS/LSC
SPORE PREPARATION FORM

DATE: 7 April 00 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins

SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain (RMR 1029) : bTE

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION:[ |

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL;

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per | |ml of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning of 7 April 00

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE 1 PLATE 2 PLATE 3 PLATE 4 PLATE 5
D 36 30 477 30

AVERAGE= % ¢

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL.:

JHIXIO | 34y x107 . 347 K10 T oy
(o~ # :

OTHER REMARKS:

[opey
~1 3

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: DATE: 4 /20 /00

DATA VERIFIED BY: 57? DATE: 5/9/9&
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DATE 12-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RI/LAC

SPORE PREPARATION FORM
STUDY #: B00-03 (part 1: 1-dose efficacy test with 2 PA preparations)
DATE: 10 April 00 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins

SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain (RMR 1029)
b6

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 10*/ml };;C

b7F

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per _| pf aerosol sﬁspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED/

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AERCSOL

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE: [ |

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning of 10 April 00

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE 3 PLATE 4 PLATE S
8 W Yo 34 b9

AVERAGE= 4,4

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL.:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: {@\ DATE:

4 J17/60 v

DATA VERIFIED BY: DATE: 4/}b/p )




) ALL THFORMATION CONTATINED
‘ HERE 3 UHCLASSIFIED
DATE L£-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAWSRI/LAC

SPORE PREPARATION FORM

STUDY #: B00-03 (part 2: 1 dose efficacy with 25 pg PA; 2 preparations)

DATE: H-FOE-00 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins ole

1 July 00 b7F
SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain (RMR 1029)

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 10" /ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per _| [ ml of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE: I

1 July 0o
SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: merning-of-11 July 06

PLATE COUNTS (FROM IDILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE3 PLATE4  PLATES
2 '5 2( 30 3 Q/ 5 7

AVERAGE= 3 ()

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL:

OTHER REMARKS:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: A 2 DATE: /63, /c0

DATA VERIFIED BY DATE: j///h( 00
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‘ ALL INFORMATION CONTAINELD
DATE LTz2-10-2008 BY 60324 UC BAW/RI/LAEC

SPORE PREPARATION FORM .

b6

STUDY #: B00-03 (part 2: 1 dose efficacy with 25 pg PA; 2 preparations) L7c
19 b2
. 7

DATE: 13 JUL 00 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins PTE

SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain (RMR 1029)

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 10" /ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL;

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per | of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED;

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:

g
SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning of +t July 00

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE3 PLATE4 PLATES
g 3 R 33

AVERAGE= 30.Q

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL.:

¥

OTHER REMARKS:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: g a\ DATE: 25 T,/ o 0

DATA VERIFIED BY: DATE: j//ij A,
7




/ ALL TNFORMATION CONTAINED
’ HERE 3 THNCLASSIFIED

DATE 1e-10-2008 BY e0324 UC BAW/RI/LAEC

SPORE PREPARATION FORN
STUDY #: B00-03 (part 2: 1 dose efficacy with 25 ug PA; 2 preparations)

DATE: 1 :l SPORE PREPARER: Ivins
1 July o
SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain (RMR 1029)

bé&
b7C
bz
b7F

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 10“/ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:l

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE{ |

T1 July 0o
SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning-e£11 July- 0

PLATE COUNTS (FRONﬂ DILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE3 PLATE4 PLATES

AVERAGE =

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL.:

OTHER REMARKS:
SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: : DATE:

DATA VERIFIED BY: . DATE:
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SPORE PREPARER: Ivins

Ames.(RMR 1029)

ONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 101°/ml

W Fr T o gt e

~DESIRED CONCE ~RATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL

e s m—« e

e B A AL HOEHL

- meILUTIONlEACTOR T ml of spores.per| of aerosol suspension

w e w

NUMBER OE ANI]\'IALS TO BE CHALLENGED

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNTOF sPOkEs ADDED TO BOTTLE:

Vi ’OUNT eF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:I

| SBORES‘DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning of 10 APR 01

ELATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE 1 PLATE2 PLATE3 PLATE4 PLATES

Rt C i S

” zf ISR L A

“AVERAGE = f 22 9

, CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL

- OTHER:REMARKS:
L b6
U b7C

L SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: DATE: 4 |“l0$

- 'vl:)AASIiR\VEIERIFI'EDrB}Y’t: &jﬂ ~ . paTE: Lf////ﬁ )
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A 5. VNCLASSIFIE
DT 2 e AAS B

f# BO0:03' (part 3; 1 dose efficacy with 5, 25 and 100'g PA "+ Alhydrogel) ~ o
SPORE PREPARER: Ivins o

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL

Le.w%m Louines

B anehac

o DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per of aerosol suspension

B2 ~ Y /2o

' NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED:

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

4 AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

~ AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE

% T

. :SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: morning of 12 APR 01

JPI_»}ATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

S PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE 3 PLATE 4 PLATE 5
334 4y 33 3o

. AVERAGE =

-, ) . . .

~ OTHER REMARKS: g |
e e e | b7C ;
" SiRATURE DR NTALS: pare: 4ol
B —. ;

T TDATA VERIF[EB’BY ) - DATES 1 // _;Z /_,,0/

5 o St Sl




t A . . AL INFORMATION CONTATNED
HE 15 MICLASSIFIED
DATE 12-10-2003 BY 60324 UC BAWSES/L3C

SPORE PREPARATION FORM
STUDY #: B00-03 (part 4; 1 dose efficacy with 1, 5, 25 and 100 pg PA per dose)
DATE: 10 July 01 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins
SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames (RMR 1029) b2

b7F

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3.9 X 10"/ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores pell pf aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED:

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE;:

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AERdSOLIZED AT: morning of 10 July 01

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):
PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATL7 3 PLATE4 PLATES
Al o2z M 2% 28
AVERAGE= 3 Y, Q |

G ACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL.:

OTHER REMARKS:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: éﬂ\ DATE: /) . /o)
DATA VERIFIED BY: DATE: /7 /W 0/ bl

@]




ALL NFORMATION CONTAINED
HERE 3 THCLASSTFIED
DATE 12-10-2008 BT 60324 UC BAW/RI/LAEC

SPORE PREPARATIUN FORM E%F

STUDY #: G L/~ Joy-3-Lp

DATE: )p //é, /77 INVESTIGATOR: BVZ(C e l;/ <
M /0512

SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames strain, reference material , in 1% phe_znol

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 3, XX/ 0/(% e/

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per | ml of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED:

AMOUNT (MI) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR‘ AEROSOCL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: B30 am )0 //é /7 >

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE 2 PLATE 3 PLATE 4 PLATE 5
22 39 4 35 oy

AVERAGE= 3§ 2

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL.:

OTHER REMARKS: ‘ ‘
/Vone ve.
SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: DATE: /0 /@/ v

A VERIFIED BY: DATE: /o / /5 % ?
79 V0 v /%fw/) /
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SPORE PREPARATION FORM
STUDY #: D99-02
DATE: 14 SEP 99 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins
SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames, RMR 1029, in 1% phenol

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 2.5 X 10“/ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per | ml of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED{ __|

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE:

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: 0730
: I 1~9/23/95
PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE1 PLATE2 PLATE3 PLATE4 PLATES
- o 2
L7 3R 2 7 20 <Y

AVERAGE =. 28.¢

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL:

OTHER REMARKS:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: 5 fio) DATE:  9/23 /55

DATA VERIFIED BY: DATE: 7/ 73 /5 5

b2
b7F

bé
b7¢C
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SPORE PREPARATION FORM
STUDY #:  D99-02
DATE: 15 OCT 99 SPORE PREPARER: Ivins
SPORES USED: B. anthracis Ames, RMR 1029, in 1% phenol

APPROXIMATE CONCENTRATION OF SPORE STOCK SOLUTION: 2.5 X 10*/ml

DESIRED CONCENTRATION OF SPORES FOR AEROSOL:

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 ml of spores per of aerosol suspension

NUMBER OF ANIMALS TO BE CHALLENGED

AMOUNT (ML) OF SPORE SUSPENSION NEEDED FOR AEROSOL:

AMOUNT OF SPORES ADDED TO BOTTLE:| microliters

AMOUNT OF WATER ADDED TO BOTTLE: :|ml

SPORES DELIVERED TO BE AEROSOLIZED AT: 0730

PLATE COUNTS (FROM DILUTION):

PLATE 1 PLATE 2 PLATE 3 PLATE 4 PLATE 5
20 2 A 29 32

AVERAGE= 25

CONCENTRATION OF BACTERIA IN SUSPENSION FOR AEROSOL:

OTHER REMARKS:

SIGNATURE OR INITIALS: 5?& DATE: /0//@/7‘7

DATA VERIFIED BY: DATE: A¢ CF %9
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U.S. Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases

Reference Material Receipt Record

AR Oct 7

Date Received at USAMRIID :
Bruce Tvins

Received > |
by: Hiahlypanded Bacills aythag's g oc Speres o 3X10 %/ ml, iecomin. |
Descriptt m$crew~ca,opea/ Polypropyfere fybec~ 7 g

USAMRID Part No.: Dao@%vﬁmm o, LetNe: [ Boflabfe
Supplier: MWO/&CI\?D[ :;,,,,,, Quantity: Jooom! %0747/
Expiration Date: SlDec 22 storage: C@- 8°Con 1% phen!
Veador: From Bugnfhaes HBm-oc Shoash, 27::2: gf/é S
Condition: J/ew/ QMo/

Intact Container: ® N

Temperature upon arrival: X =g

ﬁee dSﬂMRUD Nblebook Holo. These spmes are hably par, K/
np=t SINyle, refrackle Spores, -

Theyare =>95% erick Single
Reference Material Inventory:
Amount In Amount Used Date Balance Left Init.
1000 ] Ml g/17/78 799 m] B2
| I/ 36 /o7 778 m]
m/ 3 /R3/79 79 7m/ A |
Al 5/5/77 795l B3
Lin/ S /U977 974 ml 182
Lm] 2 /22 /op g9 & m/ LR
3l 22/ 0o g30oM( B2
75 ml 4 /3700 305 [ BX
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i . US. Army Medical Research Institiite of Infectious Diseases

Reference Material Receipt Record

;ZEZ Octay

Bruce Tyins

Date Received at USAMRIID :

Receivedby

Dumption Hm}»ly Dur)Fieol ﬁmes spores, 3x12 "”/m/ /000)‘”/ Fora/

in “P3lycarbonate Flas ks
USAMRIID Part No.: |0 29 Lot No.: // 7L ﬂpﬂ//mé/e
*%t o f'r&wng Sveumd
Supplier: ég_{ ﬂla’% 2 10 44 50k uanuty )000/’1/ 7%/«,'
Expiration Date: 3] Dec 2228 Storage: .~ 8°C /7@04? 0
, . From B. dnfﬁ}"ezaq Bmes 8 /53 ol 7 oM’ . el
Vendor: Sj‘-ggm Ames, Ip. pua. 428
. Condition: V@V‘ Y QMO/
Intact Container: @ N

Temberature upon arrival: X *%"C

.56? dSl‘erﬂ//D /V/ﬂéubk "[010 //7€5e SIS are 614};/, par,;}?’a:/
ﬂa/aw> 5% trickimpect Single, refiackle Sﬁcres

Reference Mnterinl Inventory:

Amount In Amount Used : Date :  Balance Left’ Init. .
'~TOoo m] - Iml 9/17/7¢ 799m/ B2
* = - 1] 3 /16 /o3 738 m] AR
2 - mJ] (BI7-95 X3 /L3779 79 7m/ PR
¢ - rmml (B7]-05) |5/8 /77 7 9S5m1’ AN
5 Lin] (87705) 15 [l /77 994 mi B2
¢ ~ m] () 12 /22 /oy g8 & m/ £
= 3l (owrsg SR2 /e g30m( 52
% 76 m (%5440 11 /3 Jog 305 ) LR | e
9~ [ ml 2 /29 /¢ oI P b7C
1o~ Lo m{(28722) |7 /7 /00 £qd m] 12
b~ oM A /28 0o 724 m] (23]
P~ ga_m f'q L /H oo G 2Y m] 2
13— M‘/w/—;qug 04 => 6, S iy YManp R00) 26 29m) 52
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Amount In Amount Used Date Balance Left Init.

y L Clml boml(BER3) 1 6 Her O] SCHml LA
- Stelim] gnmli | May o 475 m/ Jal,
b ~["07°In] XY, (55t 07 [ G2 8m{ (D&
I7- H2H SOmIBEEE) 19 Tl .l S79m1 ZR
B~ IFuim] Am] 1127 %{7) 269 ml %_
7~ 2ig m] 1 9m]T [ 9 g0 | 259 ml ,

2[5 EG ] )] N 2 A
2l :3“1—7*9?7"‘?95‘5 — 358 m/ LR
R~ L5 gml Imf( 14 Ay &1 357 ml L2
ol SS7m] 10m] 15 Ao ol 259/ BoL
424 M0/ Qom1 (P73 | 10 Dec. o) 20 7/in/ 2L
B S Tm] % m/( | IR Dec OF 277m/ | B
21299 mi Al (Z2733:) . |4 epno& |7 3xn] 53
1279 m/ li2ml 2P ") | E May- 02 12277m) %4
627 m] 15 | & HprOX 2602 m) FER
2912 G2 m] om R Tu) 0 |2 4RXm] 5 2
312 HAm]) 50 m] S Hug 02 IAml - B2
2/~ 1L m] 25| [Bov 03 parfT)| | TEIF Sep O2 5/m/ E2
FR~T57m) Sinf | | Aoy 0d. [ 59n/
3-)549m] 5onm | Ao g2 |16 Th] =<
2y —_— — 29 A v 0 S—
Ci~1/09m] Dom] (PPTBL7FSN 19 Fo) 03 /8ml ABR
2~ T 2m/ am| 57 5 May 03 Vo al b2
% =170 m 2 2| 6/ o3 C2m | 2
37 | &2 m [ Lotz rErray) |18 KHidp 03 X7 ml 82
=== e . e S T 75
8~ Z07m] (A7) —| A R Y 7Y B2
2T~ A mT i

AD-03-06.EY> i
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Listing Based Upon Number of Immunizations
AVA Lot # of immunizations |Challenge dose (# of spores) |Challéenge strain |% Survival
FAV018 1 1000|V1B 60| poekSHet o
Lot 18 1 7280(Ames 64 - -
Lot 18 1 200,000|Ames 25 m
Lot 18 1 200,000|Ames 45 ) Book a2 U7
FAV006 1 1000|Ames 58 S
FAV006 1 10000]|Ames 40 .
FAV006 1 100000]|Ames 58|( 45etrdizeer
FAV006 1 1000[V1B 88| parer !
FAV006 1 10000|V1B 83|\ EBecASAHY .
FAV006 1 100000|V1B i 83 . :
FAV006 1 200000[Ames 251 & ’
- [FAV012 2 10000|Ames 70{~ kST
NL 2 1000|Ames 65 o .
NE . 2 10000|Ames 60V~ 23 -
NL 2 100000]{Ames .. B0l -2,
FAV008 2 50000|Ames Tal -7 S 3
FAV006 2 1000|Ames 91
FAV006 2 10000|Ames 58
FAV006 2 100000|Ames 2|( 1eaitar i
FAVO006 2 1000[V1B 92|~ e por “
FAVO06 2 10000{V1B 92|\ gzt 759
FAV006 2 100000|V1B: 82|,
FAV018 2 10000|Ames 6l erer=posi-ios
FAV018 2 10000|V1B 56 ‘
FAV038 2 10000]Ames 7500 oee of
FAV038 > 10000|V1B 94 %"E 58~ Beefiti353
NL 3 4300|Ames Tl Boak SHHEL
Lot 19 (2/10/87) 3 4000{Ames 87
Lot 18 (8/21/88) 3 4000{Ames 30
Lot 18 (12/1/88) 3 4000]|Ames 87
Lot 13 (8/8/88) 3 j 4000|Ames 74| G PG=Brohd-buton
Lot 16 (2/17/85) 3 4000]/Ames 93
Lot 19 (11/20/87) 3 4000[Ames 60
NL 3, 3300|Ames 85| P AT RO
NL 3 2900|Ames 67 k,va;_rv**f’—*é:ﬁtfzz
@ esoRA L] 35
NL 3 3000/Ames 100}~ €T .
NL 3 3000|Ames 55| =it~ Bask-Re 80~
Note:
FAV018 2 10000{Various other range 6-100
isojates of
B. anthracis
(N=31)
43 =50
FAV038 2 10000 |Marious other range<58:56
isolates of .
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June 24, 1994

Senator Barbara A. Mikulski
Suite 320

Hart Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Mikulski:

This letter is in reference to the proposed legislation by Senators Kennedy et
al., that would ban discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation in the workplace.
That bill should exclude from its protection those individuals whose sexual orientation
(preference) is minor children. We are constantly reminded of the sexual abuse of
children, althocugh some individuals (such as those in the North American Man-Boy
Love Association) would argue that there is nothing wrong with adults loving children
- they would call it "consensual” - in a sexual manner. Much of the sexual abuse of
children is directed at young girls by stepfathers, uncles, cousins, clder brothers,
"friends" of the family, even fathers. As a Catholic, I've also sadly watched as
individual after individual has detailed the sexual abuse which they suffered as
children at the hands of some priest. My point is this: we must not give adults who
are sexually attracted to children the statutory right to be hired for jobs which place
them in intimate contact with children. Such positions include, for example, camp
counselor and day care worker. Imagine, if you will, the following scenario: An
individual walks into a daycare center which has advertised an open position for an
aide. The individual was previously arrested for molesting a child, but never
convicted because the child refused to testify. The individual says to the head of the
daycare facility, "l am applying for your open position. | have a masters degree in
child psychology - here are my college transcripts. | love children, and I've been
around them a lot in the past. Oh, by the way, my sexual preference or orientation is
children, and if you den’t hire me, 1 will sue you for discrimination against me on the
basis of sexual preference or orientation." | stiggest that Congress may wish to add
a clause to any statutory prohibition against discrimination on the basis of sexual
orientation. Such a clause would exempt pedophiles from the protection. Such a,
clause might read, "...except when such preference or orientation is directed toward a
minor child."

Sincerely,

Bruce E. lvins
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June 24, 19394

Senator Paul S. Sarbanes
SD-332

Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

.Dear Senator Sarbanes:

This letter is in reference to the proposed legislation by Senators Kennedy et
al., that would ban discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation in the workplace.
That bill should exclude from its protection those individuals whose sexual orientation
(preference) is minor children. We are constantly reminded of the sexual abuse of
children, although some individuals (such as those in the North American Man-Boy
Love Association) would argue that there is nothing wrong with adults loving children
- they would call it "consensual”" - in a sexual manner. Much of the sexual abuse of
children is directed at young girls by stepfathers, uncles, cousins, older brothers,
"friends" of the family, even fathers. As a Catholic, I've also sadly watched as
individual after individual has detailed the sexual abuse which they suffered as
children at the hands of some priest. My point is this: we must not give adults who
are sexually attracted to children the statutory right to be hired. for jobs which place
them in intimate contact with children. Such positions include, for example, camp
counselor and day care worker. Imagine, if you will, the following scenario: An
individual walks into a daycare center which has advertised an open position for an
aide. The individual was previously arrested for molesting a child, but never
convicted because the child refused to testify. The individual says to the head of the
daycare facility, "I am applying for your open position. | have a masters degree in
child psychology - here are my college transcripts. | love children, and I've been
around them a lot in the past. Oh, by the way, my sexual preference or orientation is
children, and if you don'’t hire me, | will sue you for discrimination against me on the
basis of sexual preference or orientation." | suggest that Congress may wish to add
a clause to any statutory prohibition against discrimination on the basis of sexual
orientation. Such a clause would exempt pedophiles from the protection. Such a
clause might read, "...except when such preference or orientation is directed toward a
minor child."

Sincerely,

Bruce E. lvins
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On November 15, 2007, Special Agent
reviewed documentgs from evidence item 1B4376 described as "black
briefcase w/namej written on latches, doc, notebook, files
inside." The briefcase included various documents, a small
spiral notebook, and a hymn book. A number of select documents
were copied and will be attached to this document. Among the
documents not copied were copies of doqumennsdnertainﬁng to RMR-
1029; a copy of a civil suit involving a spiral
notebook listing what appears to be mileage of aMvehicle;
calendars from July - October, 2001\with written notes;
information pertaining to| information pertaining
to a patent; information on various animal studies being
conducted in U.S. Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious
Diseases (USAMRIID) suitesJ around the time of the anthrax
mailings; prescription records BRUCE IVINS requested in 2005;
copies of information previously provided to the FBI.

Brief descriptions of the documents copied and attached hereto
are as follows:

Copy of the Washington Post article from July 18, 2000 "Anthrax
Shots' Effect Challenged" which is critical of the wvaccine.

Copy of the 'original' RMR-1029 inventory sheet listing room 115,
building 1412 as the storage location.

Copy of a letter from to BRUCE IVINS postmarked April
11, 2006 in Trenton NJ with a\text of "Hellp Bruce, A gift from
Princeton. Enjoy the postmark.[:::::T

Copies of calendars from September and October 2001 with
notations of activities with which IVINS was involved.

Copy of the original packaging in which the "Ames" strain was
shipped to USAMRIID. ‘

~

‘note to[::] LNU (writer believes this to be[:%::]
' [ffff;ff:jUSAMRIID, security) requesting keycard access necords
for the pexiod between 2/15/2002 and 04/15/2002 for IVINS,
| | and
N \
Copy of an e-mail to| |in which IVINS suggests

pr [may have been involved in the anthrax
Mailingsy AY

y
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Copy of a print-out from the University of Georgia, Chemical
Analysis Laboratory, containing information on the services they
can provide.

Copy of a print-out from Fitzsimmons and Associates, Inc.,
Chemical Analysts and Consultantg, containing information on the
services they can provide.

Copy of an internet article from The Straight Dope.com regarding
validity of handwriting analysis.

Copy of an internet article regarding validity of handwriting
analysis. :

Copy of an internet web site, ExpertPages.com, listing
handwriting experts in Maryland. )

Copy of an internet web site, www.handwritingexperts.com.

Copy of an internet web site, Expertwitness.com, listing document
(handwriting, linguistics, and handwriting) experts.

Copy of a print-out from Intertek C.B., containing information on
elemental analysis services they can provide.

Copy of a print-out from Northern Analytical Laboratory, Inc.,
containing information on the services they can provide.

Copy of an abstract titled "Wire Analysis Using Fast Fourier
Transform Processing Techniques in Paper Identification Cases™
from the Challenges & Changes , 17th International Cymposium on
the Forensic Sciences.

Copy of USA vs. Altigraci Rosario regarding forged treasury
checks.
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Shots’ Effect
Challenged

Army Disputes Expert Who -
Reviewed Vaccine Tests

By Tuomas E. Ricks
Washington. Post Staff Writer

The controversial anthrax vaccine that the Penta-
gon is trying to inject into 2.4 million troops does
not provide complete immunity to an anthrax at-
tack, according to an outside expert who has exam-
ined Defense Department records of laboratory
tests.

Soldiers who are exposed Lo anthrax may become
quite sick and be incapacitated for up to two weeks,
even if they have recerved the full set of six in-
oculations, said George A. Robertson, a molecular
biologist specializing in pharmaceuticals.

But officials at the Army’s Medical Research In-
stitute of Infectious Diseases at Fort Detrick, near
Frederick, disagreed with Robertson’s interpreta-
tion of the data. They said he was exaggerating the
extent of illness in monkeys that were vaccinated
and then exposed to anthrax under laboratory con-
ditions.

The dispute over the degree of immunity con-
ferred by the anthrax vaccine is just the latest in a
heap of problems encountered by the 2%-year-old in-
oculation program.

Last week, the Pentagon announced that a loom-
ing shortage of the vaccine will force the military to
cut the number of doses it administers from 75,000
te 14,000 2 month. Blaming production problems at
the sole maker of the vaccine, Bioport Corp. of Lan-
sing, Mich., the Defense Department said that for
the remainider of the year it will give up trying to vac-
cinate all troops and focus on those serving in Korea

and the Persian Gulf, where the military sees the

highest risk of germ warfare.
The Pentagon has expended millions of dollars
and a huge amount of energy on the mass in-
. oculations, which defense officials portray as an un-
fortunate but necessary response to a rising threat.
The program was spurred by UN. weapons in-
spectors’ discovery in the mid-1990s that Iraq had
tried to develop germ weapons and had_stockpiled
8,000 liters of anthrax spores before the 1991 Gulf
W

ar. .

So far, 450,000 members of the U.S. military have
received a total of about 1.8 million anthrax vaccina-
tions. But the program has provoked controversy
within the armed forces, with about 350 service
members refusing to take the vaccine out of concern
about its possible side effects. Several dozen have
been court-martialed, and others have been allowed
{o leave the military.

Robertson, an expert in biclogical ‘warfare, has

RO

BY RAY LUSTIG—THE WASHINGTON POST

Testifying at a House hearing Thursdgy on the anthrax vaccine program were, from left, Army Gen. Tommy
R. Ezanks Ji., Deputy Defense Secretary Rudy de Leon, and Marine Major Gen. Randall L. West.

been analyzing Defense Department test records ob-
tained by Mark Zaid, executive director of the James
Madison Project, wﬁich seeks to reduce government

secrecy. Zaid is also an attorney representing several
service members who are resisting the antérax vac-

After being fully vaccinated, the monkeys were ex-
posed to a highly lethal dose of aerosol spray of an-
thrax on June 13, 1991.

“Although all vaccinated monkeys survived, they
appeared to be Sick Over the course of two Weeks,

CInations.

Zaid and Robertson conceded that being ill for as
Jong as two weeks is better than dying, the likely fate
of those who aren’t inoculated or treated quickly
with antibiotics after exposure to anthrax. But they
said the Pentagon has failed to disclose publicly that
the vaccine doesn’t confer full immunity to the dis-
ease.

“The Defense Department is telling people that
anthrax vaccination will protect them 99 percent,”
said Robertson, a retired Army Reserve colonel who
formerly worked at the Army’s Infectious Diseases
Institute and is now an executive at BioReliance
Corp. in Rockville. “It doesn’t tell them they will be
incapacitated for two weeks.”

Anthrax is an acute infectious disease carried by
spore-forming bacteria. It usually occurs in farm ani-
mals but can be contracted by humans through taint-
ed meat or, more rarely, inhalation of the spores.
When inhaled, it first causes cold-like symptoms and
is almost always fatal within a week unless treated
immediately by antibiotics.

The Pentagon’s main Web site on anthrax
(www.anthrax.osd.mil) seeks to reassure service
members about the safety of the vaccinations but
does not provide many details about the vaccine’s ef-
fectiveness.

Tests on monkeys “lead us to expect that anthrax
vaccine would be quite effective in preventing in-

. haled anthrax,” it says. What it doesn’t say is that

some of the monkeys became very ill.
Zaid and Robertson analyzed the laboratory note-
books from one of the tests conducted on 10 immu-

o pized rhesus monkeys and a control group of five an-
imals at the Army’s infectious diseases institute.

theTab report states.

Robertson noted that the monkeys sickened even
though they had been given significantly larger dos-
es of vaccine than humans receive, relative to their
weight,

Col. Arthur Friedlander, a senior scientist at the
institute, rejected Robertson’s interpretation of the
data.

“It would be a misstatement to take away from the
lab notebook that immunized animals when chal-
lenged with anthrax are uniformly incapacitated,”
Friedlander said. “That is a gross overstatement.”

He and other officials at the institute said they
don’t know for sure whether every animal in the
1991 test fell ill and don’t think any were sick for two
full weeks. In another test last year, they said, 18 of
20 immunized monkeys survived exposure, an
none were sickened. : .
~We don't think that incapacitation of large num-
bers of troops would occur,” said Col. Edward Eit-
zen, the institute’s commander.

But if it turns out that even fully inoculated sol-
diers would be unable to fight after exposure to an-
thrax, the implications for U.S. military operations
are enormous, said Chris Seiple, a former Marine of-
ficer who serves on a panel studying chemical and bi-
ological warfare issues at thé Center for Strategic
and International Studies.

In addition to the military issues of how to protect
troops and resnoud to such an attack, Seiple said he
worries about the effect on public opinion. “People
have been led to believe that you can be hit with this
stuff and still be mission-ready,” he said. “If you had
a bunch of people taken prisoner bécause they were
sick, you'd have a loss of public confidence.”
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U.S. Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases
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Hi,

I have another favor to ask of you concerning looking bé
up USAMRIID timecard entry and exit records. (I’'m o
particularly interested in entry and exit records for the
and| |biocontainment suites.) This time the period is a
two-month stretch from 15 FEB 02 to 15 APR 02. Could
you please ask if the data can be retrieved for the following
people in my laboratory?

1) Bruce Ivins

2) was my employee
and I was| |immediate supervisor.)
3) was a contract employee

in my laboratory at the time.)
Thanks very much!!!

Brice Ivins

Bruce.ivins@amedd.army.mil
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Welcome to the Chemical Analysis Laboratory (CAL) at The University of Georgia
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Rebecca Auxier
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Chermical Analysis Laboratory
University of Georgia

110 Riverbend Road,

Room 170

Athens, GA 30602
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Chemical Analysis Laboratory

The Chemical Analysis Laboratory offers the UGA
research community state-of-the art analytical
techniques and support services, including analysis of
metals, elements, nutrients, organic carbon, and
cations in a wide variety of samples.

Our chemical analysis services are available
worldwide and to the UGA research community. We
can identify the kinds and amounts of elements in
chemical compounds that are important to your
research. For example:

Heavy metals in streams and rivers;

Composition of wood preservatives in building materials;
Nutritional content of foods;

Calcium in deer antlers;

Iron and nickel in benthic samples from the Atlantic Ocean
Toxic elements like cadmium In hand-painted Italian pottery.

Our laboratory has provided data for research in ecology, materials science, forestry, plant sciences and art, to name a few. In
addition to UGA researchers, our client list includes other colleges and universities such as Harvard Medical School, Emory, the
University of Alabama, Clemson, and Michigan State University.

Highly specialized instruments and experienced personnel offer excellent quality control and fast turnaround times. Our staff is
available to consult with researchers on analytical procedures, sample collection, preservation, storage, and even the
development of new techniques for unusual sample types. A list of the analyses we offer follows.

ELEMENT ANALYSIS

Three methods are avallable to detect types and concentrations of nearly all
elements in the periodic table ~ even at trace and ultra-trace levels.

Inductively Coupled Plasma-Emission Spectrometry (ICP)
Analysis of solutlons or dissolved solids

Quantitative determination of 20 to 28 elements simultaneously
Detection limits in the parts-per-million (ppm) range

Typical applications: Sample types previously processed include wooden boards, plant tissue, soils, proteins, bones,
human tissue, fish, snails, clams, wastewater, and ocean water

Instrumentation: Thermo Jarrelfl-Ash Enviro 36 Inductively Coupled Argon Plasma spectrophotometer Inductively
Coupled Plasma-Mass Spectrometry (ICP-MS)

Analysis of solutions or dissolved solids .

Rapid, multi-elemental analysis capability covering most elements in the periodic table

Detection limits In the parts-per-billion to parts-per-trillion range

Requires a minimum sample of 2 ml

5/6/2005
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Typical applications: To date, our lab has used this method to analyze protein, soll, water and plant samples. Other
applications include detection of trace elements in a wide varlety of aqueous matrices (drinking water, river, lake and
ground water, waste water and effiuent, and seawater) in solids after digestion (sediment, soil, sludge, road dust, air
particulate matter, plant tissue and grain, rocks and minerals, etc.) and in samples of body fluids (blood, plasma, and
urine)

Instrumentation: Thermo VG Instruments PlasmaQuad 3 ICP-MS Atomic Absorption/Emission Spectrometry

Analyses of solutions or dissolved solids for the presence of one or two specific elements

Detection limits in the parts-per-million to upper parts-per-billion range

Requires a minimum sample of 25 ml

Typical applications: protelns, plants, soils

Instrumentation: Thermo Jarrell-Ash SH1000 Atomic Absorption/Emission Spectrometer

HERBICIDE AND PESTICIDE ANALYSIS

Analysis requires a 1 ml sample
Instrumentation: Finnigan/Trimetrics 9001 Gas Chromatograph
Typical applications: plant material, soils, water

INORGANIC AND TOTAL DISSOLVED ORGANIC CARBON

Determines the concentration of carbon dioxide as well as organic carbon in solution
Requires a 10 ml sample minimum
Instrumentation: O.I. Corporation Model 700 Total Organic Carbon (TOC) Analyzer

Typical applications: aquatic ecology to test the health of a body of water CARBON, HYDROGEN & NITROGEN
ANALYSIS

Rapid, simultaneous determination of total carbon, hydrogen and nitrogen content of non-aqueous samples

Requires 1-3 mg of dry, ground plant or animal tissue and 200 mg of dry 18-40 mesh soils

Instrumentation: Perkin-Elmer 2400 Carbon, Hydrogen, Nitrogen Analyzer (CHN)

Typical applications: plants, soils, forestry, water, crystalline compounds, seston, complex carbohydrates, and plastics

NUTRIENT ANALYSIS

Available chemistries are ammonia, chloride, nitrite, sulfate, ortho phosphate, alkalinity, total nitrogen and total phosphorus. i
Requires a 25 ml sample
Instrumentation: Braun+Luebbe Auto Analyzer IT Continuous Flow System

Typical applications: water, wastewater

OTHER SERVICES

Other equipment includes a microwave digestion system, a freeze-dryer for lyophilizing tissue, and a jar mill for grinding samples
for low-level metal analysis. The laboratory uses several EPA-approved and AOAC methods for preparation and analysis.

2005 Office of Research Services at The University of Georgra
A Division of the Office of the Vice President for Research (QVPR)
ORS Web Contact / Feedback

: http://www.cal.uga.edu/ 5/6/2005
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CHEMICAL ANALYSTS AND CONSULTANTS

LA

THE RIGHT STUFF - FOR PRODUCT QUALITY

THE CHEMICAL ANALYTICAL LABORATORY FOR ANALYSIS OF ALL
MATERIALS INCLUDING METALS, POLYMERS, RESINS, & RUBBERS.

RV Fitzsimmons & Assoc. Inc. was founded in 1974 and for more than 26 years has offered its clients, many of whom are
Fortune 500 companies, laboratory services of the highest quality.

Our services are uniquely designed to solve complex problems which are encountered in the manufacture of a wide variety of
products. If you browse through this website you will get a good introduction to our methods and prices.

@ Directory of Services/Instrumentation

%f Polymers & Plastics

'@ Rubbers & Resins
@ Paints, Coatings & Adhesives

f@j Pharmaceuticals and Nutraceuticals

@i| Detect and Identify Trace Residues & Contaminants
@ Compositions of Mixtures & Formulations

Forensic Laboratory Analysis

'@ Failure Analysis

FITZSIMMONS & ASSOC., INC.
1860 Arthur Dr. ,
West Chicago, IL 60185

Phone: (630) 231-0680
Fax : (630) 231-0811

http://www.therightstuff.com/ 5/6/2005
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Detection & Identification of Trace Contaminants
in Finished Products and Chemical Formulations

This laboratory has devised many unique methods to detect and isolate trace impurities in finished products
such as micro circuitry and a variety of other products where trace impurities interfere with the products function.
An example of this would be a very thin film of oil residue on the surfaces of micro switch contacts which

prevents good electrical contact. We have the ability to identify these residues and help the client determine their
source.

Chemical formulations are often found to contain low levels of impurities which render them unacceptable for
use. A glass cleaner, for example, may leave an aily residue or a scouring compound may contain low levels of
an abrasive chemical which can scratch or mar a porcelain surface.

We can determine trace amounts of specific fuels in soils, water or any material. Further, if a fuel contains a
small amount of contaminant we will identify it and specify its content.

Trace Contaminant & Residue Analysis - Cost Range
Volatile & Semivolatile Contaminants
Determined by heated head space
sampling followed by GC/MS analysis - $100 - 300
Surface Contaminants
Surface residues which cause poor coating
adhesion or bad electrical contact are solvent
extracted and analyzed by micro FT-IR spectroscopy. - $150 - 300

Trace Metal Impurities

Determined by an ashing of the sample followed
by acid digestion and atomic spectroscopy analysis - $70 - 150

Home - Directory - Polymers - Rubbers - Paints - Pharmaceuticals
Trace Contaminants - Compositions - Forensic - Failure Analysis

'http://www,therights’cuff.com/trace.html 5/6/2005
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R.V. Fitzsimmons & Associates uses the latest State of the Art instrumentation for the detection of trace
substances which provide the key information needed to solve problems ranging from maifunctions of micro

circuitry to the identification of trace volatile organic residues found at suspected explosion and arson fire sites.

Micro FT-IR techniques have been perfected in this laboratory to identify trace film, powder
and fiber contaminants which affect the function of electrical circuits or prevent the

adhesion of paints or electroplatings to metal or plastic surfaces.

GC/MS (Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectroscopy) methods are the major tools of a
good forensic laboratory. This lab has used these techniques to "fingerprint” fuels for their
identification in fire site debris and chemical spill locations. Also we have perfected
methods for heated head space separation of volatile and semi volatile organics for purity
checks of chemicals and for detection of contaminants in food and food packaging
materials.

High Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC) is still another method we have used
to detect and identify trace contaminants in food products, body creams and lotions.

Examples of Forensic Analysis and Cost Estimate

Isolation of trace surface residues
and identification by Micro FT-IR - $300

Separation of micro particles and
fibers and identification by Micro FT-IR - $250

Trace volatile and semivolatile organic
contaminants in solids and liquids by
heated head space methods followed by
identification and quantitation by GC/MS - $300

Detection of specific contaminants in
foodstuffs or personal care products
by HPLC or GC/MS methods. - $350

" Detection of contaminant vapors in the
workplace air at ppb levels - $300

Home - Directory - Polymers - Rubbers - Paints - Pharmaceuticals
Trace Contaminants - Compositions - Forensic - Failure Analysis

htto://www therightstuff.com/forensic.htm 5/6/7005
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Is handwriting analysis legit science?

18-Apr-2003

Dear Cecil:

What's the Straight Dope on handwriting analysis? | know that
handwriting experts' testimony can be accepted in court, so there
must be something to it. But | have a hard time believing that a
smart criminal wouldn't be able to change his writing to avoid
detection. On a related issue, can an "expert" really tell somethirg
about your personality from your handwriting (e.g., that loops in
your g's and y's indicate a high sex drive)? If that were true, it
would seem that one's handwriting would change from day to day,
which it doesn't. --Kristin in Sausalito, California

Cecil replies:

At first this question might seem like a great opportunity to lay out the difference between science and
pseudoscience. On the one hand we have forensic handwriting analysis, in which an expert decides whether
two or more samples were written by the same person, e.g., whether a signature was forged. On the other we
have graphology, in which some sage tries to divine a subject's personality traits from his or her handwriting.
While graphology enjoys about the same prestige as palm reading, forensic handwriting analysis has helped
send people to jail since the days of the Lindbergh kidnapping. But in the eyes of the law, the credibility of such
analysis is on the wane. Thanks to a landmark Supreme Court ruling in the early 90s, more and more federal

judges are deciding that while forensic handwriting analysis may not be quackery, it's not exactly science
either.

http://www.straightdope.com/columns/030418.html 5/10/2005
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meta-analysis of 200 scientific studies of graphology by Geoffery A. Dean (pUbdlished in 7he Write Stuff:
/aluations of Graphology--The Study of Handwriting Analysis, edited by Barry L. Beyerstein and Dale F.
syerstein, Prometheus Books, 1992) found that it was worthiess as a predictor of personality. That hasn't
evented people who ought to know better from relying on it. In France, an estimated 70 percent of
ympanies use graphology when making hiring decisions. (Between 5 and 10 percent of U.S. and UK
»mpanies do so.) Law enforcement authorities sometimes turn to graphology and kindred techniques when
‘ofiling criminals, as in the case of the D.C. sniper last fall. But such methods are often the last resort of police
esperate to appear to be doing something. There's only one well-documented case of a bad guy actually
eing caught by a profile--George Metesky, the "Mad Bomber" of New York City in the 1940s and '50s--and he
ras nabbed less because of his handwriting than because he'd revealed too many clues about his past in a

stter to a newspaper.

‘or a long time forensic handwriting analysis seemed more respebtable, but its status has been shaky since
1993, when the Supreme Court handed down its ruling in Daubertv. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals. Previously
he chief criterion for the admissibility of expert testimony had been whether it was based on techniques
'generally accepted” by scientists. Daubert gave federal judges much greater discretion in deciding
admissibility. It suggested they consider (1) whether a theory or technique can be tested, (2) whether it's been
subject to peer review, (3) whether standards exist for applying the technique, and (4) the technique's error
rate.

Sounds reasonable, eh? But Daubert created an uproar, because the dirty little secret of much so-called expert
testimony was this: though it was possible in principle to test and validate most forensic techniques, in many
cases no one had ever done so. In 2002 one judge even restricted testimony based on fingerprint analysis,
saying he was unconvinced the technique was a science rather than a mix of craft and guesswork.

No forensic technique has taken more hits than handwriting analysis. In one particularly devastating federal
ruling, United Statesv. Saelee (2001j, the court noted that forensic handwriting analysis techniques had .
seldom been tested, and that what testing had been done "raises serious questions about the reliability of
methods currently in use." The experts were frequently wrong--in one test “the true positive accuracy rate of
laypersons was the same as that of handwriting examiners; both groups were correct 52 percent of the time."
The most basic principles of handwriting analysis--for example, that everyone's handwriting is unique--had
never been demonstrated. "The technigue of comparing known writings with questioned documents appears to
be entirely subjective and entirely lacking in controlling standards," the court wrote. Testimony by the
government's handwriting egpert was ruled inadmissible.

Prosecutors scrambling to find scientific validation for handwriting analysis last year touted a study by Sargur
Srihari, a professor of computer science at the State University of New York at Buffalo. Srihari subjected 1,500

writing samples to computer analysis. Conclusion: In 96 percent of cases, the writer of a sample could be
positively identified based on quantitative features of his handwriting such as letter dimensions and pen
pressure. Skeptics objected that lab results using a computer prove nothing about what a human can do in the
real world, and who can argue? If expert testimony is going to send people up the river, it better be more than

http://www straightdope.com/columns/030418.html 5/10/2005
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some mope's prejudices dressed up as science.

CECIL ADAMS

[Comment on this answer]

Cecil Adams can deliver the Straight Dope on any topic. Write Cecil at cecil@chicagoreader.com. .

ANOTHER EPOCHAL PUBLISHING EVENT! Cecil's latest gift to mankind, 7riumph of the Straight Dope, is in

the bookstores now and can also be ordered on-line at the Straight Dope On-Line Store. For book details click
here. '

[ Previous Week | Recent Columns Index ]

The Straight Dope / Questions or comments for Cecil Adams to: cecil@chicagoreader.com
Comments regarding this website to: webmaster@straightdope.com
For advertising information, see the Chicago Reader Online Rate Sheet
Copyright 2003 Chicago Reader, Inc. All rights reserved.
No material contained in this site may be republished or reposted without express written permission.
The Straight Dope is a registered trademark of Chicago Reader, Inc.
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Handwriting analysis has the unusuai distinction of being an area of interest in both literature departments and forensic
science. Professional forensic document examiners have produced a very substantial body of work, of which I only
scratch the surface. Book length introductions to forensic document examination include:

= Wilson R. Harrison, Suspect Documents: Their Scientific Examination, 2nd edition (London, 1966)
» Roy A. Huber and A. M. Headrick, Handwriting Identification: Facts and Fundamentals (Boca Raton, FL, 1999)
= Ron Morris, Forensic Handwriting Identification: Fundamental Concepts and Principles (London, 2000)

» An extensive Bibliography of Forensic Handwriting Analysis is available online. This was produced by Tom Davis,
who is both an academic in the English Department of Birmingham University, and a professional document examiner.

One issue that forensic handwriting analysts often confront is the possibility of forgery.

LEVELS OF PROOF AND THE RELIABILITY OF HANDWRITING ANALYSIS

Comparing samples of handwriting does not necessarily give a straightforward unambiguous result. Uncertainties about
what may be a style characteristic, the quality of the samples, and the likely degree of variation, means there is often a
degree of uncertainty. So how fallible is handwriting analysis?

Handwriting analysis comes under scrutiny when it is used as evidence in court. Tom Davis has written an article on

Forensic Handwriting Analysis in Britain, which describes the level of care in accumulating and presenting evidence,
and attention to wording in summarising conclusions, which is demanded of the expert witness.

More systematic attention has been paid to the methodological basis of handwriting analysis in the USA, where in 1993
the Supreme Court handed down its decision in Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, which set new criteria for the
admissibility of scientific evidence, later expanded to include all expert opinion testimony. The Supreme Court formulated
a set of factors about proposed testimony that a presiding judge should consider in order to determine "the scientific

validity and thus the ev1dent|ary relevance and relxablllty of the principles that underlie a proposed submission.” These
factors include:

Whether the theory of technique can be and has been tested.
Whether the theory or technique has been subjected to peer review and publication.
The known or potential rate of error.

The existence and maintenance of standards controlling the technique's operation.

u s N e

Whether the theory or technique is generally accepted within the relevant scientific community.

Evidence must be shown to meet these criteria before it can be presented in court. The ruling placed considerable
pressure on handwriting analysis to prove that it was a genuine form of expertise according the Daubert criteria.

Some years previous to the Daubert ruling, D. Michael Risinger, Mark P. Denbeaux, and Michael J. Saks published an
article with the striking title, ‘Exorcism of Ignorance as a Proxy for Rational Knowledge: the Lessons of Handwriting
Identification "Expertise™, University of Pennsylvania Law Review, 137 (1989), 731-92. It accused handwriting analysis
of being a pseudo-expertise, its practitioners of being reluctant to allow their work to be tested independently, and of
failing to show an acceptable level of accuracy in the few empirical studies that had taken place.

Handwriting analysts have responded to these challenges in a number of ways. There have been further tests on the
_reliability of analysts' conclusions. An interesting study highlights the problem of false matches: Moshe Kam, Gabriel
Fielding, Robert Conn, 'Writer Identification by Professional Document Examiners’, Journal of Forensic Sciences, 42
(1997), 778-86. Kam et al. conducted a test on both professionally trained handwriting analysts, and a control group.
The study revealed a statistically significant difference in preponderance to make type-I errors (false matches). All
groups performed roughly equally in detecting matches, doing so about 88 per cent of the time; however the wrong
association rate of non-professionals was about 38 per cent - compared to under 7 per cent among professionals. This
difference may well be linked to the me’thgdological difference noted before: professionals start by looking for differences

http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/arts/ren/publications/lima/handwriting/forensic/ 5/10/2005
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* between samples, non-professionals tend to base their conclusions on similarities. We would do well to bear these results
in mind when assessing published analyses.

Another interesting recent development, and one that gives support to its objective testability, is the development of
computer technologies for handwriting analysis (known as FISH), which are based on the fact that a unique set of
algorithms can be generated by performing certain measurements on an individual's handwriting. Work on handwriting
individuality has been done by The Center for Excellence in Document Analvsis and Recognition (CEDAR), and
their findings can be found on their website, where you can even try out a Handwriting Verification Test. CEDAR claim
that their computerised analysis can correctly identify an individual's handwriting with 98% accuracy when there is an
adequate sample.

There has not been a consistent decision by judges over whether handwriting analysis meets the Daubert criteria. Some
judges, such as in a 1999 ruling in Massachusetts (this and other case reports are found on www.forensic-
evidence.com), have allowed testimony about (dis)similarity, but not conclusions about authorship. The Mass. judge
noted that because an individual's handwriting varies each time he or she writes (untike, say, a fingerprint), analysis
depends on a judgement of similitude that is ultimately subjective. Although an expert's experience makes them better
qualified than a lay-person to find similarities, this expertise did not give them any additional qualification to make the
next step - identification of authorship. This was therefore left to the jury. The judge did not accept that studies such as
Kam's have 'established the validity of the field'.

Other rulings, however, have given greater credence to recent studies of handwriting analysis and seen greater
significance in the extensive professional training of expert analyts, and so many judges have accepted that the discipline
meets the Daubert criteria. The expertise of those who have attempted to discredit handwriting analysis (eg Risinger,
Denbeaux and Saks, none of whom are themselves trained in handwriting analysis) has also come into question. For
example see a 1999 case report, and especially the 2002 'Prime’, and the similar 2003 "Thornton’® cases.

THE RELEVANCE OF FORENSIC ANALYSIS TO SCHOLARLY ANALYSIS

Since the vast majority of work on handwriting analysis comes from the forensic field, it is clearly useful for anyone |

dealing with questioned handwriting to have some awareness of forensic work. However there are significant differences |
. between the fields.

For example, forensic document examination has considerably more resources available than does research in the
humanities, and few of those who publish on handwriting in the humanities can be considered professional analysts. The
levels of rigour found in forensics could not possibly be sustained in the research environment of the humanities.

More important still is the difference in the burden of proof. In the Anglo-American criminal justice system, proof must be
established beyond reasonable doubt, but can we really expect a bibliographer, historian, or literary scholar be expected
to meet the same criteria of proof? There is a great deal more at stake in a criminal case than in an academic article, so

it is surely reasonable to expect more rigorous demands. No-one goes to prison on the basis of a badly argued academic
article. ' :

Scholarship in the humanities does not proceed on the basis of establishing its claims to the non-specialist beyond
reasonable doubt; it is rather a matter of positing a viable hypothesis to a specialist audience, to whom it will be
accepted in the absence of any viable alternative. This demands a lower level of proof. A classic example is the general
(but not universal) acceptance of "Hand D" as Shakesgeare's. This would not stand up in a law court, but with the
support of other (also inconclusive) lines of evidence, and in the absence of a more convincing alternative, it has been
sufficient to convince a majority of the scholarly community.

It is reasonable to accept - cautiously - a scholarly identification of handwriting which depends on a balance of
probability. However the scrutiny which forensic analysis has undergone should help us to maintain a healthy scepticism
about handwriting identification, especially when a document is simply asserted as being in a given person's handwriting
without the basis of this identification being made clear.

http://'www2.warwick.ac. uk/fac/arts/ren/publications/lima/handwriting/forensic/ 5/10/2005
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Richard Orsini and Associates, Inc. - Richard Orsini, MS, DABFE, CDE / Jacksonville Beach, FL
Court-qualified, Board-certified Document Examiner, specializing in Handwriting Identification and Behavior Profiling. Services also
include altered documents, and guest speaker/workshops.

24 Send Email | Visit WebSite | Click Here for Expert Witness Phone Numbers

Forgery Forensics (c) - Renee C. Martin / Princeton, NJ
3
Over 50 years solid experience in all phases of Document Examination, with special Expertise in Forgery.
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Document Consultants - Carolyn Kurtz / Southampton, PA
Board certified and court-qualified Forensic Document Examiner, specializing in Signatures, Handwriting Identification, Medical
Records, Anonymous Letters, Wills, Deeds, Typewriter Comparison, Deciphering Text, and related services.
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Communique Document Examiners - Julie C. Edison / McLean, VA
Handwriting Expert, Document Authentication, Questioned Wills, Anonymous Letters, Checks & Printed Forms. Member, Independent
Association of Questioned Document Examiners (IAQDE) & American College of Forensic Examiners International (ACFEI).
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Handwriting Associates - Peggy M. Kahn, MA, CG | Westport, CT
Document Examination, Personnel Selection, Expert Witness. Court-certified. Over 15 years experience. CV on request.
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Vickie L. Willard - Board Certified (BFDE, AFDE) - Forensic Document Examiner / Gleveland, OH
Forensic document examination services include handwriting identification, signature comparison, altered and fraudulent records, other
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Speckin Forensic Laboratories - Erich J. Speckin / Okemos, MI
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includes Ink Dating, Medical Records, and Handwriting Examinations. '
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Robert J. Phillips & Associates - Robert J. Phillips, Forensic Document Examiner / Audubon, NJ
Former Government Agent. Over 30 years experience, with over 500 court appearances in 10 states. Graduate, US Secret Service;
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Forensic Document Solutions - Larry Ziegler / Berkeley Springs, WV
Larry Ziegler retired FBI, Secret Service and Immigration and Naturalization Forensic Document Examiner specializing in handwriting
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Robertson Investigations - Michael Robertson / North Canton, OH
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a qualified handwriting expert in your
area or get trained in handwriting
analysis. S

Scroll down and choose between the following websites depending
on your needs.

2 ‘ Tl
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I have a forgery and Expert Document Examiner.com
want to hire Curt

Baggett - court
qualifed document
examiner.

Curt Baggett - Founder of Handwriting
University's School of Forensic Document
Examination and Court Qualified Expert Witness||.

Forgeries, questioned documents, court cases

I have a forgery and

need to hire a court

qualifed document
examiner,

I want to hire a
certified handwriting
analyst to give my
insight into the
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a handwriting
sample.

I want to learn the
science of
understanding
personality from
handwriting.

HandwritingUniversity.com

(Get certified, home study courses, seminars,
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Please visit the above websites for all your graphology, handwriting analysis, and decument examining
needs. Learn to be an expert, get certified, have fun, buy a book, watch a video, see celebrity
handwriting samples and much, much, more.

andwriting expert. document examiner
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Board Certified Court Quahf‘ed Forensic Document Examiner, specializing in: Forensic document examination, forensic photography, criminal profiling,
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N
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Ruth Holmes ™S Pentec Inc. Bloomfield Hills, Ml

Pentec Inc offers professional services including: handwritting analysis, document analysis, forgery research, signature verification and trial consulting.

Jane B. Eakes, CDE “™Mfe Script Dynamics, Inc. Nashville, TN

Certified Document Examiner

Ms. Sharon E. Ottinger “™ ExpertWitness.Com Bedford, TX

Regional Sales Manager

Ms. Jeanette L. Hunt “™F¢ Jeanette L. Hunt & Associates San Antonio, TX
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Renee C. Martin “™Fe Forgery Forensics, Division of QDI Princeton, NJ

Renee C. Martin, Board - Certified Forensic Document Examiner, Diplomate of American College of Forensic Examiners and the National Association of
Document Examiners. ’

Kay Micklitz ) Alamo Area Forensic Labs San Antonio, TX

* Kay Micklitz is a board certified, court qualified, forensic document examiner.

David S. Moore “"&9) Moore Document Laboratory . Fair Oaks, CA
Over 25 years of forensic document examination experience with the California Department of Justice, the Las Vegas Metro Crime Lab, the US Postal
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Mr. Todd Stefan "9 Setec Investigations Los Angeles, CA
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Elemental Analysis

Laboratory detection, identification and quantification of elements in sample matrices.

Interiek elemental analysis labs offer a full range of
testing solutions for clients requiring identification and
quantification of elements, elemental compounds and
molecular species.

Elemental analysis solutions:

Raw material testing

Chemical specifications

Assay

Purity analysis

Trace analysis

QC screening

Troubleshooting

Identification of unknowns

Speciation (See Laboratory Capabilities)
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Elemental analysis laboratory techniques:

ICP: Inductively Coupled Plasma Spectrometry

ICP/OES: Optical Emission Spectrometry,
ICP-OES, ICPOES

ICP/MS: Mass Spectrometry,
ICPMS, ICP-MS

GC/CP/MS: Gas Chromatography Inductively
. Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry, GC-ICP-
MS, GCICPMS

XRF: X-Ray Fluorescence Spectrometry
AAS: Aiomic Absorption Spectrometry, AA
Automated combustion techniques
Pyrolysis

Infra red detectors

Thermal conductivity detectors
Fluorescence detectors
Chemiluminescence detectors

Cold vapour atomic absorbtion, AAS.
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Elements, Elemental compounds and Elemental
species detected and characterized include:

Alkali Earths, Alkali Metals
Aluminium

Contact or email for information.

Arsenic

o Prefer to call us?
In Europe call +44 1708.680.248
In North America call 713.844.3263

Boron
Bromine
Cadmium
Carbon

2 Global Laboratory Capabilities
Chloride o Technology Centre Laboratorie
Chromium o Trace Analysis
Copper, Gold @ Hydrocarbons Test Methods
Halogens o Materials Analysis
Hydrogen » Pharmaceutical Testing
Iron o Food & Agri Analysis
lodine o Mineral Assay Analysis
Lead @ Nanotechnology Research Lab
Lithium ® Biotechnology Research Lab
Mercury, Mercury Species .o Computational Chemistry
Metals
Nitrogen, Nitrogen Species
Nickel
Nonmetals
Oxygen

Phosphorous, Potassium
Precious Metals

Silicon

“Silver

Sulfur, Sulfur Species
Titanium, Vanadium
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Zinc and more
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Abstract Viewer

Wire Analysis Using Fast Fourier Transform Processing Techniques in Paper ldentification Cases.
Mr. Neil Holland (Scientific Document Services Pty. Ltd., Australia)
Email Address: sds@mpx.com.ay

The methods for physical paper testing and the chemical analysis of paper are well documented throughout the
literature when examining paper involved in forensic cases. Within this literature the use of X-rays, Beta Rays,
Oblique and Transmitted light can provide the examiner valuable information about paper formation and in
particular about surface and fiber characteristics of the paper. A study of the wire marks where visible can provide
additional information but in those papers where they are difficult to examine, the use of a technique to capture
and process the images to reveal the wire marks can be extremely beneficial. Initially images of the paper
formation are captured using oblique light or Beta Ray (preferred) techniques and the resultant images are scanned
and then processed using Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) analysis. This technique allows for the pattern of the wire
marks to be captured and the resultant Power Spectrums (frequency domain) can be compared with control
samples from known sources (mills) or compared to other paper exhibits. The Power Spectrum (frequency domain)
and the inverse (retransformation) patterns can be compared to distinguish papers produced on different wires

thus differentiating the papers. Conversely the results may provide additional information that may establish that
two or more papers are indistinguishable. ) ’
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OPINION OF THE COURT
LEWIS, Circuit Judge.

Altigraci Rosario challenges her conviction on two counts
of passing United States Treasury checks in violation of 18
U.S.C. § 510(a). Of primary importance on appeal is
Rosario's challenge to the sufficiency of the evidence with
regard to Count 1 of the indictment. We must decide

whether a conviction for passing a treasury check can be
http://vis.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July 1997/97a1636p.htm
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suistained based solely on evidence establishing that the
defendant possessed the check and that it was "probable”
that the defendant had-signed the check. We conclude that

it can and will affirm.

Altigraci Rosario operated a tax preparation service in
Hightstown, New Jersey. Jose Rios, Rosario's nephew by
marriage, was employed by Rosario and assisted with her
tax preparation service. In February 1993, the U.S.
Treasury Department mailed a Treasury check to Angel and
Ana Andrade in the amount of $2,996.00. Soon thereafter,
the Andrades filed a complaint with the Treasury

Department alleging that they had not received the check.

On January 11, 1994, the New Jersey National/
Corestates Bank notified the U.S. Secret Service that Jose
Rios had deposited the Andrade check into his account at

the bank. That same day, the Secret Service interviewed

Rios. During the interview, Rios stated that Rosario had
given him the signed check and asked him to cash it. Rios

apparently received a $20 fee for executing the transaction.

In September 1993, the U.S. Treasury Department mailed

hitp://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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ax refund check to lvan Vitiello in the amount of
,943.03. Subsequently, Vitiello filed a complaint with the
asury Department alleging that he had not received the
eck. In his complaint, Vitiello identified Altigraci Rosario
his tax preparer. Vitiello stated that he had authorized
osario to have the check delivered to her post office box,

ut he had not authorized her to cash the check.

Dn May 4, 1994, a U.S. Postal Inspector confirmed that
itiello's check had been delivered to a post qﬁice box
registered to Altigraci Rosario and J;)se Rios. That same
day, the Vitiello check was cashed at Reed's Garage in
Cranbury, New Jersey. Employees of Reed's Garage
informed the government that Rosario and Rios had cashed
the Vitiello check. Sometime later, the government

identified Rosario's fingerprint on the check.

On November 18, 1994, the government filed a two-count
misdemeanor complaint against Rosario, charging her with
negotiating two checks bearing forged endorsements in
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 510(a) and § 510(c). Count 1 of the
indictment related to the Andrade check and Count 2
related to the Vitiello check. After a one-day jury trial,

Rosario was convicted on both counts.1

http://vis.law vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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At't‘rial, Angel and Ana Andrade testified that they had
never met Rosario, used her service or authorized her or
anyone else o endorse their check. Rios, the prosecution's
chief witness, testified that Rosario had given him the
Andrade check, which had been endorsed, along with a
form of identification of the payee. Rosario asked Rios to

- cash the check, informing him that the payee did not have
a bank account and therefore could not cash the check.
(Apparently, Rios had a substantial amount of cash in a
safe in the office due to a $20,000 personal injury

settlement.)

1. Because Rosario does not challenge the sufficiency of the evidence
with regard to Count 2, relating to the Vitiello check, we will not discuss

the proof offered at trial with regard to that count.

Rios further testified that he had not met the persons

whom Rosario told him had given her the check. Indeed,
Rios stated that he "didn't even see the people." App. at
47A. According to Rios, he took the Andrade check from
Rosario, photocopied the identification and gave Rosario the

cash, less a $20 fee. Rios stated that he did not actually see
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Rosario hand the cash over to any person who might be

associated with the check, but that he did see her "talking

to someone." App. at 49A.

Finally, Rios testified that after the bank informed him
that the Andrade check had been reported stolen, he looked
for the photocopy that he had made of the identification but
could not find it. When he informed Rosario about the
check, Rios acknowledged that she seemed "genuinely

~ surprised" that the check had beenj reported stolen. App. at

 54A,

The government supplemented the testimony of Rios with

the testimony of a handwriting expert, Secret Service

document examiner Jefffey Taylor. After comparing the
signature for Ana Andrade that appeared on the check with
a knéwn sample of Rosario's h‘andwriting, Taylor testified
that Rosario "probably" had forged the check herself - that
is, it was "more likely than not" that she had done so.
Essentially, the testimony of Rios, Taylor and the Andrades
constituted the entirety of the government's case on Count

1 of the indictment.

After the jury rendered its verdict, Rosario filed a Rule 29

motion for judgment of acquittal on Count 1 with the

http://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm : 5/10/2005
L




"

magistrate judge, arguing, inter alia, that the evidence was
insufficient to sustain a conviction.2 The magistrate judge

denied Rosario's post-trial motions. See United States v.

Rosario, Crim. No. 94-5050K-01 (D.N.J. May 9, 1995).3 On
June 2, 1995, the magistrate judge sentenced Rosario to

eight months in prison on both counts to be served

2. Rosario also moved for a new trial on both counts based upon the

magistrate judge's allegedly erroneous ruling on her motion in limine.

3. The magistrate judge had jurisdiction to serve as trial judge over
Rosario's trial pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3401,fwhich allows a magistrate
judge to try and sentence persons accused and convicted of

misdemeanor offenses.

4

concurrently.4 At the time of sentencing, Rosario was

already serving a one-year sentence for an unrelated

bribery conviction.

Rosario then appealed the magistrate judge's decision to
the district court pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3402.5 The
district court affirmed Rosario's conviction and sentence in

all respects. See United States v. Rosario, Crim. No. 96-277

" (D.N.J. April 3, 1996). On this appeal, Rosario's primary

http://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm

Page 7 of 29

5/10/2005




v

challenge to her conviction is that the evidence offered at

trial was insufficient to support the jury's conviction on

Count 1.6

The district court had jurisdiction over the criminal
proceedings pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3231. We have

~ jurisdiction over the appeal pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291.

Our review of a sufficiency of the evidence challenge is
guided by strict principles of deference to a jury's verdict.

United States v. Anderskow, 88 F.3d 245, 251 (3d Cir.),

cert. denied, 117 S. Ct. 613 (1996). We must view the
evidence in the light most favorable to the government and

must sustain a jury's verdict if "a reasonable jury believing

4. Rosario was also ordered to pay restitution in the amounts of
$2,996.00 and $1,934.00 to the victims and to pay aggregated special

assessm'ents of $50.00.
5. That statute provides:

In all cases of conviction by a United States magistrate an appeal of
right shall lie from the judgment of the magistrate to a judge of the -

district court of fhe district in which the offense was committed.

18 U.S.C. § 3402.
http://vis.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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6. Rosario also raises again the argument that the magistrate judge erred

v

by denying her motion in limine to exclude the admission of her prior

bribery conviction. We decline to address the merits of the magistrate's

in limine ruling because, by not testifying at trial, Rosario has failed to

preserve this issue for appeal. See Luce v. United States, 469 U.S. 38
(1984) (holding that in order to raise and preserve for review the claim
of improper impeachment with a prior conviction, a defendant must

testify); United States v. Moskovits, 86 F.3d 1303, 1305-06 (3d Cir. 1996)

(same), cert. denied, 117 S. Ct. 968 (1997).

the government's evidence could find beyond a reasonable
doubt that the government proved all the elements of the

offenses." United States v. Salmon, 944 F.2d 1106, 1113 (3d

Cir. 1991). Accordingly, "[a] claim of insufficiency of the
evidence places a very heavy burden on the appellant.”

United States v. Coyle, 63 F.3d 1239, 1243 (3d Cir. 1995).

Rosario was convicted of check forgery under 18 U.S.C.

§ 510(a)(2), which provides:

(a) Whoever, with intent to defraud--

(2) passes, utters, or publishes, or attempts to pass,

http://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm 5/10/2005
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er, or publish, any Treasury check or ?on‘d or

wcurity of the Un’ited States bearing a falsely made or
rged endorsement or signature;

1all be fined under this title or imprisoned not more

1an ten years, or both.
8 U.S.C. § 510(a)(2).

\t trial, the magistrate instructed the jury that, under
he statute, the government was required to prove the

following elements beyond a reasonable doubt:

(1) that the defendant passed or atiempted to pass a

U.S. Treasury check,

(2) that the check bore a forged or falsely made

endorsement,

- (3) that the defendant passed the check with inten { to

defraud, and
(4) that the defendant acted knowingly and willfully.
Rosario, Crim. No. 94-5050K-01, slip op. at 7.

Rosario contends that the government failed to meet its
burden on elements (2), (3) & (4). Specifically, she argues
that Rios's testimony establishing that she possessed the

check was insufficient to corroborate the testimony of the
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handwriting expert that she probably forged the check.

As noted earlier, Taylor testified that it was "probable”

that Rosario had forged the check. "Probable" is a term of

art used by Secre:c Service document examiners. The
"probable” category falls exactly in the middle of the six-
point spectrum between "positive identification" and
"positive elimination." Thus, handwriting experts will use

~ the term "probable" to describe

times when the evidence falls considerably short of the
"virtually certain" category and yet' still points rather
strongily toward the suspect, i.e., there are several
significant similarities present between the questioned
and known writings, but there are also a number ‘of
irreconcilable differences and the examiﬁer suspects
that they are due to some factor but cannot safely
attribute the lack of agreement to the effect of that

factor.

\

Thomas V. Alexander, Definition of Handwriting Opinions,

App. at 37A.

The government concedes that Taylor's testimony alone

would be insufficient to sustain a conviction under § 510(a).

http://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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Tﬁé government argues, however, that'Taylor‘s testimony
that Rosario probably forged the check, coupled with R?os's
- testimony that Rosario had given him the check, would
allow the jury to make the inference that Rosario had
forged the check. Moreover, according to the government,
once the jury concluded that Rosario had forged the check,
it could logically conclude that she had done so knowingly
and willfully and wifh intent to defraud. We agree. By
establishing that Rosario possessed the check, and thus
had the opportunity to forge it, the government providéd
validation for Taylor's testimony that ﬁosario had probably

forged the check.7

7. Once the jury was provided with enough information to conclude that
Rosario had forged the check, it certainly could have inferred that she
acted knowingly and willfully and with the intent to defraud. Of course,
the requisite state of mind elements only follow if the jury believed that

Rosario did, in fact, forge the check. See, e.g., United States v.'Hall, 632

F.2d 500, 503 (5th Cir. 1980) (holding that once forgery was established,
inferences of knowledge and unlawful intention followed). Given the
Andrades' testimony that they did not know Rosario nor authorize her to

endorse the check, the jury could have assumed that Rosario forged the
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endorsement of the check with the requisite intent to defraud.

In reaching this conclusion, we are persuaded by the

reasoning put forth in United States v. Richardson, 755

F.2d 685 (8th Cir. 1985) (per curiam) and United States v.

Rivamonte, 666 F.2d 515 (11th Cir. 1982) (per curiam). In

both Richardson and Rivamonte, as here, the handwriting

expert's testimony established only that it was "probable"

that the defendant had forged the check.

In Richardson, the court upheld a check forgery

conviction challenged on insufficiency grounds. The
handwriting expert testified that Richardson had "probably"
signed the check. This testimony was supplemented by
evidence that Richardson had access to a key to the
victim's home, that she had made a deposit in the exact
same amount as the stolen check, and that her fingerprints
were on the stolen check. In upholding the conviction, the
court concluded that this was "ample evidence to support

the verdict." Richardson, 755 F.2d at 686.

Similarly, in Rivamonte, the court upheld a check forgery
conviction based on the following evidence: a handwriting

expert's testimony that the defendant had "probably" signed
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Page 13 of 29

5/10/2005




thé chec-k; the defendant's fingerprints were on the check;
the defendant's account number was written on the back .of
the check; and the payees' names were written on the
defendant's pre-encoded deposit slip. Rivamonte, 666 F.2d
at 516-17. The court held that "a jury reasonably could

conclude that this evidence is inconsistent with every

reasonable hypothesis of appellant's innocence." Id. at 517. \

Although in Richardson and Rivamonte the government

offered slightly more circumstantial evidence than was
offered at Rosario's trial, we are nevertheless convinced that
the evidence establishing that the respective defendants
l;ad possessed the check was of primary significance in
those cases. Our conclusion is bolstered by the Eleventh

Circuit's post-Rivamonte decision in United States v.

Henderson, 693 F.2d 1028 (11th Cir. 1982). In Henderson,
the court reversed a check forgery conviction based solely
on ambiguous handwriting testimony and evidence showing
that the defendant's wife had cashed the stolen check. The
government offered no evidence that Henderson had ever

possessed the check. Distinguishing Rivamonte, the court

noted:

http://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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Al;ehougr; both Rivamonte and the present appeal had
handwriting experts testify that the respective
defendants "probably" endorsed the checks, the
additional evidence in Rivamonte constituted sufficient
evidence to sustain a conviction. The fingerprints and
the defendant's account number support the
conclusion drawn by the handwriting expert in

Rivamonte.
Henderson, 693 F.2d at 1032.

Here, although Rosario's fingerprints were not found on
the check, Rios's testimony established that Rosario was in
possession of the check. Thus, Rios's testimony that
Rosario possessed the check provided the same
corroboration for the handwriting expert's testimony that

the fingerprint evidence in Rivamonte and Richardson did.

See also United States v. Chatman, 557 F.2d 147, 148 (8th

- Cir. 1977) (per curiam) (upholding check forgery conviction
because accessibility of payee's mailbox to defendant
provided corroboration for less than conclusive expert

handwriting testimony).

In our view, because the evidence established that

Rosario did, in fact, possess the check, the jury could have

http://vls.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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ed that fact to corroborate the handwriting expert's
stimony that she had probably forged the signature on
;e check. While neither of these factors independently

Luld be sufficient to support a conviction, taken together

ey are sufficient to support the jury's guilty verdict.8

. We are not persuaded by Rosario's attempt to characterize Rios's
estimony as "exculpatory” for her. Using Rios's testimony, Rosario
mplies that she merely unknowingly passed the forged check to Rios
and then passed along the cash to the person or persons who brought
in the check. Rosario finds further support for her theory from Rios's
testimony that she was "genuinely surprised" when he reported that the

check was stolen.

As the district court pointed out, however, the jury was not required

to believe that Rosario made any of the arguably exculpatory out-of-court
statements to Rios. Eo_s_gLiQ, Crim. No. 96-277, slip op. at 6. And, in any
event, the statements she relies on are not inconsistent with guilt.

Simply stated, the jury had no reason to believe that Rosario was being

truthful with Rios. Indeed, the jury could have just as well believed that

Finally, we acknowledge that this is a close case. Indeed,

were we sitting as triers of fact, we very well may have come
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toa different conclusion than the jury% here.
Nevertheless, we cannot say that there was insufficient
evidence to support the jury's verdict. Accordingly, we

affirm Rosario's conviction.

Rosarid's statements to Rios served to deceive him into believing that she
had unwittingly passed the forged check. After all, it certainly served
Rosario's interests for Rios to believe the check transaction was
Iegitima;[e because Rios may have been less willing to cash the check

had he known it was stolen.

10
NYGAARD, Circuit Judge, dissenting.

The government argues that the combination of wholly
ambiguous testimony from a handwriting expert and
equivocal testimony from a Witness receiving favorable
treatment from the government is sufficient to support the
conviction of Altigraci Rosario for passing a United States

Treasury check. The majority accepts this argument. | do

not; hence, | dissent.

To convict Rosario of check forgery under 18 U.S.C.
§ 510(a)(2), the government was required to prove four

elements beyond a reasonable doubt: (1) that the check
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wés a U‘.S. Treasury check; (2) that the check bore a forged
or falsely made endorsement; (3) that Rosario passed the

. check with intent to defraud; and (4) that Rosario acted
knowingly and willfully. There was no direct evidence
adduced at trial to satisfy the government's burden on
elements (2), (3) and (4). Recognizing this, the government
nonetheless asks us to cobble together a series of
inferences to support the jury's verdict. It argues that,

taken collectively, the testimony of Taylor, the handwriting
expert, and Rios, the man who negotiated the stolen check,
are sufficient to permit the’jury to infer that Rosario forged
the check. Building on this inference, it then claims that

the jury could draw the further inferences that Rosario
possessed the requisite knowledge, willfuiness and intent to
defraud necessary to satisfy the remaining elements of the
charged offense. In my view, these "inferences" do no more
than permit the jury to speculate that Rosario is guilty,

especially in light of the weak testimony from which these

inferences are drawn.

Jeffrey Taylor, the government's handwriting "expert,”
could only testify that Rosario "probably" signed the name

"Ana Andrade” to the back of the Andrades' check. The trial

http://vis.law.vill.edu/locator/3d/July1997/97a1636p.htm
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(ebord s‘hows, however, that Taylor'sQ;timony was even
more ambiguous. Indeed, under cross-examination Taylor
conceded that there were a number of "irreconcilable
differences” between the Ana Andrade signature on the
check and Rosario's sample signature. App. at 35A.
Moreover, Taylor candidly admitted that there was "some
doubt" in his mind as to whether Rosario. signed Ana

Andrade's name on the check. App. at 35A-36A.

11

Significantly, Taylor also acknowledged on direct
examination that he "found no evidence that [Rosario] wrote
the remaining signature [Angel Andrade's] on that check."
App. at 32A. Taylor's concessions make his already
equivocal conclusion that Rosario "probably" forged Ana
Andrade's name on the check even less reliable. | would
conclude that inferences drawn from such clearly
ambiguous testimony cannot possibly satisfy the
government's burden of establishing beyond a reasonable

doubt that Rosario forged Ana Andrade's signature on the

check.

Recognizing the inherent weakness of Taylor's vague

opinion, the government would have us rely on the
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\‘te'stimof;y of Rios for support that chrio forged the check.
Rios's testimony, it argues, establishes that Rosario(both
possessed and had the opportunity to forge the check,
_thereby allowing the jury to infer that Rosario did, in fact,
forge Ana Andrade's signature on the check. By presenting
evidence that Rosario possessed the check and héd the
opportunity to sign it, the government contends that it
provided validation for Taylor's equivocal opinion' that
Rosario probably forged the check. In support of its
argument, the government relies primarily on two cases
where courts affirmed forgery convictions based in part on
testimc;ny from a handwriting expert indicating that the

defendant had "probably" forged the stolen check. See

United States v. Richardson, 755 F.2d 685 (8th Cir. 1985)

(per curiam); United States v. Rivamonte, 666 F.2d 515

(11th Cir. 1982) (per curiam).

In my view, however, reliance on Richardson and
'Rivamonte is imprudent for a number of reasons. First,
notwithstanding the aséertion that the government offered
only "slightly" more circumstantial evidence in Richardson
and Rivamonte than that adduced here, Maj. Opinion at 8,
the records in those cases demonstrate that there was
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grlnple evidence tending to establish 2t elements of those

check forgery convictions.

For example, in Richardson, the court affirmed a check
forgery conviction where the handwriting expert's testimony
was complemented \by evidence showing that Richardson

had a key to the home where the check was stolen,

12

Richardson's fingerprints were found on the stolen check, a
stolen deposit slip was used to cash the check, and
éichardson had made a deposit in the exact same amount
as the stolen check during the time period in which the

stolen check was cashed. 755 F.2d at 686.

Similarly, in Rivamonte, the court affirmed a check

forgery con;/iction where the expert's opinion was
complemented by evidence showing that Rivamonté‘s
fingerprints and palmprints were found on the check, the
defendanft's account number was written on the back of the
check, the payee's names were written on Rivamonte's pre-
encoded deposit slip, and a deposit was made in the
defendant's account on the same day that the stolen check

was negotiated. 666 F.2d at 516-17.

In each case, the government proffered strong
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cil;cums’iantial evidence specifically related to the respective
defendants' possession of the stolen checks, their intent to
defraud and their states of mind. Such was not the case
here; where the government, lacking sufficient evidence to
establish any of these elements beyond a reasonable doubt,
was forced to ask the jury to speculate that Rosario forged
the check, passed the check with intent to defraud, and

acted with requisite knowledge and willfulness.

I do not believe we can contort Richardson and Rivamonte

to support the proposition that testimony from a
handwriting expert indicating that a defendant "probably"
forged a stolen check in conjunction with evidence showing
possession of the stolen check by the defendant constitutes
sufficient evidence to affirm a conviction under 18 U.S.C.

§ 510(a)(2). Simply stated, there is no such baseline
position established in the case law. instead, Richardson
and Rivamonte suggest that an "expert" opinion that the
defendant probably forged the check, coupled with
sufficient additional circumstantial evidence demonstrating
possession, willfulness, knowledge and intent to defraud, is

necessary before a conviction will be affirmed.

United States v. Hall, 632 F.2d 500 (5th Cir. 1980), is not
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to-the cc;ntrary. In Hall, the court held that once forgery is
conclusively proven, inferences of fact regarding possession,

intent and knowledge can be permissibly drawn by the

13

government. Id. at 502. The handwriting expert in Hall,
however, provided an unequivocal opinion that the

- defendant had forged the payee's name on the stolen check,
thereby providing the government with conclusive factual
proof of the forgery element of the offense from which
inferences tending to establish the other elements of the
offense could be drawn. Id. Here, in contrast, the
government has offered only ambiguous, inconclusive

- testimony regarding the forgery element of the offense. As
such, there is no conclusively proven fact o% forgery from
which the gove;nment could draw inferences tending to

establish the other elements of the offense of conviction.

My interpretation of the case law is supported by the

post-Rivamonte decision in United States v. Henderson, 693

F.2d 1028 (11th Cir. 1982), which, in my view, does not
bolster the government's argument. In Henderson, the court
reversed a check forgery conviction based on ambiguous

handwriting testimony and circumstantial evidence tending
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torshow that the defendant's wife hagashed the stolen
check. In reaching its decision, the court reasoned as

follows:

Although it is apparent that someone endorsed Mr.
Moore's signature on the back of the treasury check,
the evidence was not sufficient for a fair jury to
conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that Mr.
Henderson was the endorser. The evidence, because it
was circumstantial required that the jury draw an
inference that because Ms. Henderson used the
defendant's car to cash the check, and because Ms.
Henderson did cash the check, the defendant must
have signed the check. This' simply does not follow. It
is unreasonable to infer Mr. Henderson's guilt based
upon the actions of his wife. Yet, it is apparent from

the evidence that there was little else upon which to
base a conviction. . . . Although circumstantial evidence
is testimony to the surrounding facts and
circumstances of the point at issue, they must at some
point connect, to allow the trier of fact to draw the

inference that the fact asserted is true.

Id. at 1031 (internal citation omitted). The court then
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prbce‘edéd to distinguish Rivamonteg’the basis of the

14

strength of the additional evidence offered by the

. government in that case. As the Henderson court

i concluded: "In the present case, the additional evidence,

. together with the handwriting expert's “probable’ testimony,
is not sufficient.” 693 F.2d at 1032. Significantly, there is
nothing in the Henderson decision to suggest that the court
viewed the failure of the government to produce evidence
showing that Mr. Henderson possessed the stolen check as
determinative of the sufficiency of the evidence. Rather, the
Henderson court reviewed the proffered evidence in its
entirety and determined that there was insufficient evidence
supplementing the ambiguous handwriting testimony to
permit a reasonable jury to conclude beybnd a reasonable

doubt that Mr. Henderson was guilty of the offense of

conviction.1

Notwithstanding the absence of any legal precedent for
its conclusion that ambiguous handwriting evidence
coupled with evidence of possession constitutes sufficient
evidence to affirm a conviction under § 510(a), the

government speciously reasons that Rosario's conviction
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yvés ﬁrdper because Rios's testimorﬂvat Rosario ’

possessed the check provided the same corroboration for
the handwriting expert's testimony that the fingerprint
evidence in Rivamonte and Richardson did. What this bit of
forensic gymnastics neglects to explain, however, is that the
government's fingerprint expert was unable to identify any
finger or palm prints belonging to Rosario on the Andrade
check. App. at 42A-43A. Thus, the government was forced
to rely on Rios's testimony as the "equivalent" of fingerprint
evidence precisely because there was no fingerprint
evidence available to support the conclusion that Rosario
forged Ana Andrade's name on the back of the stolen check.
Rather than lend credibility to the ambiguous handwriting
testimony offered in this case, the government's reliance on J
Rio,s's' testimony highlights the dearth of evidence offered by

the government to meet its burden of proof. Simply stated,

1. The majority correctly states that in Henderson the government offered
no evidence that Mr. Henderson had ever possessed the stolen check.
Maj. Opinion at 8. | note, however, that the government similarly failed

to offer any evidence specifically relating to Mr. Henderson's intent to

defraud, knowledge or state of mind.
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aside from Rios's testimony the government failed to
adduce any additional evidence to validate Taylor's
equivocal conclusion that Rosario signed the stolen check.
Lacking further additional evidence like that offered in the

Rivamonte and Richardson cases (e.g., fingerprints,

palmprints, pre-coded deposit slips), | fail to understand
how Rios's testimony could possibly transform Taylor's
ambiguous conclusion into factual proof sufficient to

establish Rosario's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

Finally, | am concerned because parts of Rios's testimony
directly contradict inferences that the jury was supposed to
have drawn from Rios;s testimony. For instance, on cross-
examination Rios testified that Rosario did not know that
the check was stolen. App. at 52A. Such testimony clearly
undercuts the idea that the jury could infer that Rosario
had the requisite knowledge and intent to defraud
necessary to support a conviction under § 510(a)(2). .
Moreover, it also puts the majority in the awkward position
of relying on Rios's testimony in order to bolster the
inferences that Rosario possessed and forged the stolen

check, but ignoring Rios's testimony in order to draw the
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aré‘njces“ that Rosario had the requisiteg)wledge and.
ite of mind necessary to support her conviction. Such
sonsistencies further reinforce my conclusion that the
ridence proffered in this case permitted the jury to do little

iore than speculate as to Rosario's guilt.

1 summary, | believe that the evidence adduced by the

lovernment at trial falls far below the horizon of certainty
e require in criminal prosecutions and is not sufficient to
onvict Rosario beyond a reasonable doubt. Handwriting
nalysis is at best an inexact science, and at worst mere

speculation itself. See, e.g., D. Michael Risinger et al.,

Exorcism of Ignorance as a Proxy for Rational Knowledge:

The Lessons of Handwriting ldentification "Expertise”, 137

U. Pa. L. Rev. 731, 739 (1989) (reporting that "[ffrom the
perspective of published empirical verification, handwriting
identification expertise is almost nonexistent"). As such, |
do not believe that wholly ambiguous testimony from a
handwriting "expert" and selected testimony from a witness

receiving favorable treatment from the government can
16

satisfy the government's burden of proof. Accordingly, |

would reverse Rosario's conviction.
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Brady and Other Ethical Issues Facing
Forensic Scientists

Much evidence acquired by prosecutors
may be material to the defense. The 1963
Brady v. Maryland decision requires them
to turn over potentially exculpatory infor-
mation to the defense. Brady is some-
times seen as asking the prosecutor to
aid the accused. It has produced more
Freedom of Information Act discoveries by
defense and more attempts to find out
about misleading evidence. One presenter
noted that defense counsel needs ade-
quate breadth of discovery to obtain scien-
tific evidence. On the other hand, Brady
has in some cases led to large additional
areas of discovery for information that is
only circumstantial.

Can DNA Be the Magic Bullet? What
DNA Can (and Cannot) Do

Issues in the use of DNA evidence contin-
ue to emerge. Among them are whether
there is a right to postconviction relief
based on DNA, the scientific limitations
of DNA testing, and the inability of many
crime laboratories to work every case that
involves DNA evidence. Analytical prob-
lems persist even though information
expands. Computer-assisted data interpre-
tation can help reduce laboratory backlogs.
One presenter noted that the common
assumption that DNA evidence wins the
case could be dangerous. Defense attor-
neys sometimes do not ask for indepen-
dent DNA testing because problems like
contamination can arise. Although the
Daubert decision required assessing evi-
dence for its admissibility, courts still

have not decided how to treat mixed-DNA
evidence.
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Keynote Address on DNA and
Genetics: A Challenge for
Lawyers and Judges in the
New Millennium

In science, there is a distinction between
“error” and "mistake”; in the law, there

is no such distinction. When.a mistake
occurs in a scientific experiment, the
experiment can be conducted again.
Errors in experiments need only be docu-
mented. In the law, an error is the same as
a mistake because it may overturn a deci-
sion. Exoneration via DNA has become fair-
ly frequent, but DNA databases remain
controversial. As genetics research contin-
ues to shed light on these issues, it is like-
ly to have more influence on the law. The
discovery of genetically caused diseases
may raise issues of privacy and classifica-
tion of people by their DNA. Medical infor-
mation is already being used to make some
hiring, firing, and promotion decisions.

v

Reports on Science and the Law

Daubert is not the only evidentiary stan-
dard, and the sky may not be falling as a
result of it. Peer review is a standard,
although one on which not too much
emphasis should be placed in the legal
context. Changes in technical fields affect
testimony, including police officers’ testi-
mony and clinical medical testimony. The
Kumbho Tire decision illuminated the issue
of rigor in a variety of technical fields,
causing, for example, handwriting evi-
dence and fingerprints to be increasingly
challenged. Typically, police are not asked
to explain the basis of their experience
when they testify, but scientific experts
are asked to do so. Certain issues have
created essentially a scientific revolution
in the courts. The current confusion over
litigation-sponsored science is likely to
promote more research that will resolve
issues now in conflict.
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The CSI Effect
(Page 6 of 6)

Other forensic tests are even more open to interpretation. Everything from fingerprint
identification to fiber analysis is now coming under fire. And rightly so. The science is inexact, the
experts are of no uniform opinion, and defense lawyers are increasingly skeptical. Fingerprint
examiners, for instance, still peer through magnifying glasses to read faint ridges.

» wdverbizenient Many of these techniques and theories have

never been empirically tested to ensure they

“Mik& cai]ed}nd said the B are valid. During much of the past decade,
rellSuer " | coroners have certified the deaths of children
guyg’lfﬁgre a“ QOIng tﬂ his | who might have fallen down steps or been
hOHSE.JSEE you later. acc1d.e‘ntally dropped as "shaken baby ‘
roll oue | homicides because of the presence of retinal

hemorrhages--blood spots--in their eyes.
Juries bought it. Noting that new research
casts grave doubt on the theory, Joseph
Davis, the retired director of Florida's Miami-
Dade County Medical Examiner's Office and
one of the nation's leading forensics experts,
compares proponents of shaken-baby
syndrome to "flat Earthers" and says its use

. re vou qelting th le st g as a prosecution tool conjures up "shades of
- Are you gefiing 1he whole Siory -] Salem witchcraft" trials.

The list goes on. Ear prints, left behind when
Y Linking life and, um, art ) a suspect presses his ear to a window, have

been allowed as evidence in court, despite the
fact that there have been no studies to verify that all ears are different or to certify the way ear
prints are taken. The fingerprint match, once considered unimpeachable evidence, is only now
being closely scrutinized. The National Institute of Justice offered grants to kick-start the process
this year. Other "experts" have pushed lip-print analysis, bite-mark analysis, and handwriting
analysis with degrees of certainty that just don't exist, critics say.

Microscopic hair analysis was a staple of prosecutions until just a few years ago and was
accorded an unhealthy degree of certitude. "Hair comparisons have been discredited almost
uniformly in court," says Peterson of the University of Illinois-Chicago. "There are many instances
where science has not come up to the legal needs," adds James Starrs, professor of forensic
sciences and law at George Washington University. Everyone, including the jury, wants certainty.

But it seldom exists in forensics. So the expert, says Starrs, "always needs to leave the p0551b1hty
of error."”

MORE.ONLINE
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4 .
. Details on forensics, the law, and how they intersect are available in a free database at the
National Clearinghouse for Science, Technology, and the Law, a program of the National Institute
of Justice, at ncstl.org/
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genefally PL's Sr. In Opp. To Defs.' gﬁm J. Mot. [88] at 6, 21; PSDMF 4&5 ) Further | whereas Detective
Smit's summary testimony concerning the investigation is based on evidence, Detective Thomas' theories
appear to lack substantial evidentiary support. (Id. ) indeed, while Detective Smit is an expenenced and
respected homicide detective, Detective Thomas had no investigative experience concerning homicide cases
prior to this case. (Smit. Dep at 69.) In short, the plaintiff's evidence that the defendants killed their daughter

and covered up their crime is based on Ilttle more than the fact that defendants were present in the house
during the murder.

As the arguments in his brief opposing defendants' summary judgment motion are largely restatements of the
arguments he makes in support of his efforts to have the testimony of his forensic' document examiners

admitted, plaintiff implicitly acknowledges the dearth of physical evidence supporting his argument. (See id. at

3, 5-6, 9-10,"13-19.) In short, the only hard evidence, as =, oo oraTiED

HEEEIN I35 UNCLAIIIFIED
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possible association with the case and received summaries of the Boulder authorities' handwriting evidence,
which concluded that Mrs. Ramsey probably did not write the Ransom Note. (J. Ramsey Dep. at 12, 62 & 73-
74.) He also asserts that he had no reason to doubt any of this information. (Id. at 73-74.) As a matter of law,
he is entitled to rely on this information. See New York Times Co v. Conner, 365 F.2d 567, 576 (5th Cir. 1966)
(defendant entitled to rely on single source even if source one-sided). See also McFarlane v. Sheridan Square
Press, Inc., 91 F.3d 1501, 1510 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (stating there is no independent duty to corroborate
information, if no reason to doubt truthfulness.)
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opposed to theories, that plaintiff proffers to support his accusation that Mrs.Ramsey murdered her child is
evidence indicating that she wrote the Ransom Note. The Court agrees with plaintiff that, if plaintiff adduced
clear and convincing evidence from which a reasonable jury could infer that Mrs. Ramsey wrote the Ransom
Note, this evidence would then be sufficient to create a jury issue as to whether Mrs. Ramsey killed her child.

In other words, if Mrs. Ramsey wrote the Ransom Note, this Court could conclude, as could a reasonable jury,
that she was involved in the murder of her child.

The question then is whether plaintiff has proffered such clear and convincing evidence. This Court has earlier
ruled that plaintiffs' expert, Mr. Epstein, is qualified to compare Mrs. Ramsey's handwriting with that contained
in the Ransom Note for' the purposes of pointing out similarities in the two. The Court, however, has concluded
that Epstein cannot properly testify that he i$ certain that Mrs. Ramsey was the author of the Note. For
purposes of assessing whether plaintiff has met its burden of proof, however, the Court will analyze the
evidence, assuming that Epstein could testify as to his proffered conclusion, as well as assuming that he could
testify only as to similarities between both the Ransom Note and Mrs. Ramsey's known handwriting samples.

Page 83

9 . Analysis of the Two Theories

a. Consideration of Epstein'. Testimony That There Were Similarities Between Mrs. Ramsey'. Handwriting and
the Ransom Note

As discussed supra, much of the physical evidence is consistent with an inference that an intruder came into
http://www.angelfire.com/ar3/jonbenet/judgecarnes9.html 5/10/2005
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N4
2 Ramsey's home and murdered their child. Specifically, there was a broken#hdow in the basement and
3 window well for that window showed signs that someone may have entered the house through it. Indeed,
y)me of the foliage and debris from that window well was found in the room where JonBenet's body was
und. Further, the evidence of stun gun injuries to JonBenet suggests that she was taken by someone who
anted to keep her quiet as he removed her from her bedroom; a parent would not need a stun gun to remove
child from her bedroom. Conversely, the use of a stun' gun by the killer is totally at odds with plaintiff's theory
iat the violence against JonBenet began by Mrs. Ramsey accidentally hit her daughter's head on the bathtub
r bathroom floor. In addition, the presence of a bag containing a rope in a guest bedroom near JonBenet s
rguably supports a notion that some premeditation and preparation attended the crime.

)ther physical evidence is consistent with a theory that an intruder was in the home. There was a recently
nade shoeprint, in a moldy area in the basement, that matched no shoes owned by the Ramseys. There was
hso a palmprint on the door to the small room

age 84

where JonBenet's body was found that did not match the Ramseys' prints. DNA evidence was further
consistent with the possibility of an intruder, as JonBenet had the DNA of an unknown male under some of her
fingernails-and on her underpants. The evidence also indicated that JonBenet had been sexually assaulted
and her vagina contained wood fibers from the paint brush used to fashion the garotte.

The method by which JonBenet was killed also suggests it more likely that she was killed by an intruder than
by her mother. JonBenet was strangled through the use of a garotte and bondage device that was
sophisticated and employed the use of a series of tightly and neatly made knots that would appear to have
taken some time to make. There is no evidence that the defendants had the skill to create such a device.
Moreover, it is plaintiff's theory' that, after thinking she had accidentally killed her daughter, Mrs. Ramsey
worked quickly, before the household awoke, to set up a staged kidnapping scenario. The creation of this
bondage device would appear to have required more time and calm than one would think Mrs. Ramsey could
have mustered under the circumstances.

Plaintiff has the burden of proving by clear and convincing evidence that the Ramseys murdered their child;
they have no burden to prove that they did not commit the crime. The above recited evidence falls well short of
the requisite proof that the
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defendants killed their child. Plaintiff argues, however, that the Ransom Note provides this necessary proof.

At first blush, and even without an appraisal of the handwriting, the Ransom Note seems to support plaintiff's
argument that the kidnapping was a hoax set up by someone in the house. It is an extremely long and detailed
note of over three pages. Moreover, an examination of the notepad on which the note was written indicates
that the writer had attempted some earlier drafts of the note. In addition, the writer had apparently not even
brought his own materials, but instead had used a note pad and felt marker from the Ramsey's home. These
facts suggest that the killer had not come prepared with a ransom note already written, as one would expect a
diligent kidnapper to do. Further, one does not assume that an intruder, intent on beating a hasty retreat, would
take the time to practice writing a note or to write a long, detailed note. These assumptions then might suggest
that someone in the house contrived the note.

http://www.angelfire.com/ar3/jonbenet/judgecarnes9.htmi 5/10/2005
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Defendants have argued, however, tgg it is just as plausible that the killer had been hiding away in the home
for many hours, waiting for the household to go to sleep, before he sprung into action. That waiting time would
have allowed him the leisure to write a note. Further, the length of time that it took to practice and write the
note could also conceivably undermine a notion that Mrs. Ramsey wrote it. Under plaintiff's scenario,
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Mrs. Ramsey was working quickly to create a staged crime scene before her husband and son awoke. Given
those time constraints, and presumably a desire to provide as little handwriting as possible for purposes of

- future analysis, she arguably would not have written such a long note. Accordingly, the existence of this
peculiar, long Ransom Note does not necessarily favor, as the killer, either an intruder or Mrs. Ramsey.

Thus, the only conceivable piece of evidence by which plaintiff can hope to carry his burden of proof is
evidence that indicates that Mrs. Ramsey actually wrote the note. Factoring into the analysis the testimony of
Mr. Epstein that there are similarities between Mrs. Ramsey's handwriting and the Ransom Note does not,
however, enable plaintiff to meet that burden. The fact that there may be similarities between the two hardly

constitutes persuasive evidence that Mrs. Ramsey actually wrote the Note. Without that proof, plaintiff cannot
show that Mrs. Ramsey was the killer.

b. Consideration of Epstein’. Testimony That He Was Absolutely Certain that Mrs. Ramaey Wrote the Ransom
Note

The Court has earlier indicated its conclusion that there is insufficient reliability to Mr. Epstein's methodology to
permit him to state his conclusion that Mrs. Ramsey wrote the Ransom Note. As noted supra, Epstein opined
that he is "100 percent certain" that Patsy Ramsey wrote the Ransom Note and that "there
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is absolutely no doubt" that she is the author. Supra at 51. The Court believes its conclusion on the
admissibility of this evidence to be correct. Further, as the identify of the writer is virtually the only evidence
that plaintiif can offer to shoulder its burden, then the question of the identity of the writer is synonymous with
the underlying question in this litigation: did Mrs. Ramsey kill her child. Nevertheless, even if the Court were to
permit Epstein to testify as to the above conclusion, the Court does not believe his testimony would provide the

“clear and convincing evidence" necessary for a reasonable finder of fact to conclude that Mrs. Ramsey-wrote
the note.

As stated before, "clear and convincing" evidence requires "a clear conviction, without hesitancy of the truth."
Cruzan v. Director, Missouri Department of Health, 497 U.S. 261, 2BS n. 11 (1990) . The parties have agreed -
that handwriting analysis is, at best, an inexact and subjective tool used to provide probative, but not clear and
convincing evidence, of a questioned document's author. (SMF 212; PSMF 212.) Nonetheless, the Court will
assume that there could be cases where the handwriting in question is either so obviously not the handwriting
of a particular individual or so close a match to that person's penmanship, that a finder of fact could

comfortably rely on the handwriting, alone, to reach a particular conclusion. Indeed, well before the days of
forensic handwriting experts, courts have allowed lay witnesses to

http://www.angelfire.com/ar3/jonbenet/judgecarnes9.htmli _ 5/10/2005
|




; . i ‘ Page 4 of 6
Rage 88 G _ e

testify that they recognized the handwriting of particular documents as the handwriting of someone with whose

penmanship they were familiar. Further, appropriate testimony of forensic experts can greatly assist the jury in
its undertaking.

That said, while there may be cases in which handwriting examination, alone, can be dispositive, this case is
not one of that group. Here, as noted, several factors necessarily reduce the weight a reasonable juror could
give to Epstein's conclusion. First, Epstein did not consult the original Ransom Note nor obtain original
exemplars from Mrs. Ramsey. Second, as noted by defendants, Epstein deviated from the very methodology
that he has previously asserted was necessary to make a reasoned judgment. Most significant to the Court in
its determination that Epstein's conclusion cannot carry the day for plaintiff, however, is the unanimity of
opinion among six other experts that Mrs. Ramsey cannot be determined to have been the writer of the Note.
As noted supra, the Boulder Police Department and District Attorney's Office had consulted six other
handwriting experts, all of whom reviewed the original Ransom Note and exemplars. Supra at 21-22. Although
two of these experts were hired by defendants, four were independent experts hired by the pol ice. None of *
these six experts were able to identify Mrs. Ramsey as the author of the Ransom Note. Instead, their
consensus was that she "probably did not" write the Ransom Note. Supra at n. 14.
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Given the contrary opinion of six other experts, whose ability to examine the documents was necessarily
superior to Epstein's, and given Epstein's failure to explain the methodology by which he can make absolute
pronouncements concerning the authorship of a document, this Court does not believe that a reasonable jury
could conclude that Mrs. Ramsey was the author of the Ransom Note, solely on the basis of Epstein's
professed opinion to that effect. In reaching this conclusion, the Court is aware that it is not permitted to make
credibility judgments in ruling on summary judgment motions. For example, were there six eyewitnesses on
one side of a question and one eyewitness on the other side, the Court would not take from a jury the factual
question on which these witnesses were testifying. With regard to Epstein's testimony, however, the Court is
not attempting to assess credibility. Mr. Epstein may sincerely believe that Mrs. Ramsey wrote the Note and
the jury may well credit his sincerity. Nevertheless, no matter how earnest Epstein may be, the fact remains
that he has not explained his basis for reaching absolute certainty in his conclusion and, accordingly, the

weight and impact of his testimony would necessarily be less than the weight of the contrary testimony of six
other experts.39

—_— —— Ty ——

39 The Court's judgment on this matter is the same whether these other six experts were as vague concerning
their methodology as was Epstein or whether they, ip fact, gave solid explanations for their reasoning.
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In sum, plaintiff has failed to prove that Mrs. Ramsey wrote the Ransom Note and has thereby necessarily

failed to prove that she murdered her daughter. ) Moreover, the"weight of the evidence is more consistent with

a theory that an intruder murdered JonBenet than it is with a theory that Mrs. Ramsey did so. For that reason,

plaintiff has failed to establish that when defendants wrote the Book, they "in fact entertained serious doubts as
to the truth of the publication." St. Amant v. Thompson, 390 U.S. 727, 731 (1968); Hemenway v. Blanchard,

http://lwww.angelfire.com/ar3/jonbenet/judgecarnes9.html 5/10/2005
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193 Ga. App. 668, 671-72, 294 S.E.2d éOB,, 606 (1982). Accordingly, the Court GRANTS defendants' motion
for summary judgment as to plaintiff's libel claim. s

1. Slander

In addition to his claims for libel, plaintiff asserts that. several statements made by defendants to the press fit
, within one of the categories of slander per se recognized by Georgia law: imputing to another a crime
punishable by law. O.C.G.A. ?51-5-4 (a) . In particular, plaintiff refers to defendants' March 24, 2000

appearance on the Today Show with host Katie Couric. During. the course of the broadcast, the following
conversation occurred:

Katie Couric: You pepper the book with fleeting references to some other people that you seem to question.

You talk about Bill McReynolds, who played Santa at your Christmas party. You also mention his wife who, in
a strange twist, wrote a '

Page 91

play years before about a girl murdered in a basement.

John Ramsey: The poiht in the book was to clarify from our viewpoint why these people have been mentioned
a lot in the media, and also to point out that there are legitimate leads that need to be followed.

Katie Couric: You also mention Chris Wolfe, a total stranger whose girlfriend reported that he disappeared on
Christmas night and was very agitated, rather--when he watched the news of the murder on TV.

John Ramsey: Uh-huh (affirmative).

Katie Couric: Why do you mention him.

John Ramsey: Because he'd been widely mentioned in the news. And we wanted to clarify the facts that we
knew. .

John Ramsey: | can tell you when--when we first started looking at--at one particular lead early on--My reaction
was, -This is it. This is the killer." And our investigator said, -"Whoa, whoa, whoa." He'd say, "Don't do a
Boulder Police on me. Don't rush to conclusions."

(Transcript of Today Show, March 24, 2000.) (emphasis added) The parties agree that, as Mr. Ramsey made
the last statement, NBC displayed a picture of Chris Wolf on the screen.

As with the libelous statements discussed above, while not textbook, these statements are arguably
slanderous. With the
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slander claim, however, the factual predicate for plaintiff's malice argument is weaker than with the libel claim.
Specifically, although the emphasized quote suggests Mr. Ramsey's belief that an unnamed suspect might be

http://www.angelfire.com/ar3/jonbenet/judgecarnes9.html 5/10/2005
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tae killer--which was a malicious sta ment, if Mr. Ramsey knew that his wite was the killer--plaintiff has not
demonstrated that defendant John Ramsey intended to refer to plaintiff when he ' made that statement.

Moreover, even though the photograph of plaintiff appeared on the screen when defendant made the
statement, it is undisputed that defendant had no control over NBC's editing decisions.

Nevertheless, even had defendant intended to refer to plaintiff, the statements are still not malicious, for the

reasons discussed supra, with regard to the libel claim. Accordingly, the Court GRANTS defendants' motion for
summary judgment as to, plaintiff's slander ciaim.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Court GRANTS defendants' motion for summary judgment [67]; GRANTS as to
Ms. Wong and GRANTS in part and DENIES in part as to Mr. Epstein defendants' motion in limine to exclude
the testimony of Cina Wong and Gideon Epstein [68]; and DENIES defendants' motion for oral argument [79].
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SO ORDERED, this 31 day of March, 2003.

Julie E. Carnes
United States District Judge
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